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ECONOMY 

Fiscal Debt: Charging Ahead 

by Charles Scaliger — Congressional fiscal debates are making 
headlines, but in reality our representatives are unlikely to 
substantially cut spending — despite the harsh consequences of 
failing to do so. 


ECONOMY 
Is Soaking the Rich the Right Answer? 


by Brian Farmer — Calls echo and re-echo for the government to 
tax the rich more. But is it fair, moral, or just? 


CULTURE 

The Forty Years’ War: A Matter of Life or Death 
by Warren Mass — The 40th Anniversary of Roe v. Wade is now 
history, and it was marked with mass marches and media silence. 
What has changed in 40 years? 


BOOK REVIEW 


Franklin Roosevelt’s Subversion From Within 
by Christian Gomez — Authors M. Stanton Evans and Herbert 
Romerstein buck popular thinking, showing that not only were 
communist agents in FDR’s administration, they actively worked 
for Russia. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 

Irena Sendler: Humble Holocaust Heroine 

by Steven J. DuBord — During World War II, Polish Catholic social 
worker Irena Sendler risked her life to save thousands of Jewish 
children from the Warsaw Ghetto. 
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by Jack Kenny 
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Gunners Gone Goofy 


I feel it necessary to comment on the 
article entitled “NRA’s Response to 
Sandy Hook: Federally Funded Police in 
Schools” in your January 21 issue: I am 
in complete disagreement with Wayne 
LaPierre’s suggestion that the federal 
government place “federally funded po- 
lice in schools.” 

America’s public schools are already 
too much under the thumb of federal con- 
trol over curricula and other agendas. Even 
if Congress would pass such a bill, where 
would the funding come from for such a 
federal program? What we don’t need is 
more federal government intrusion under 
the auspices of “protective security.” 

It would make much more sense for 
county sheriff departments in each state 
to offer firearms safety and training 
courses for select volunteer teachers and/ 
or administrators from each school dis- 
trict within each county. This would place 
local, trained, armed, concealed-carry 
citizens in schools, without more federal 
intrusions. 

Keep the security of schools and the 
safety of the children in local hands. 
We’ ve already allowed too much usurpa- 
tion of power by the feds. Even if local 
police were placed in the schools, the fact 
that they are being funded by the federal 
government places them under federal 
control. Wayne La Pierre almost seems to 
be playing into the hands of more federal 
government intrusion, and it is so obvious 
that it makes me wonder why. 

ROBERT MATTER 
Omak, Washington 


Guns and Government 


How many of those testifying for more 
gun control know that the right afforded 
by the Second Amendment could also be 
used to protect a people in the case of a 
total breakdown of their government, a 
breakdown that has happened previously? 

How many know that at the beginning 
of May 1945, one million men, women, 
and children attempted to flee from Yu- 
goslavia into southeast Austria ahead of 
the (communist) Partisan/Bulgarian/So- 
viet advance. Fleeing were a 300,000-man 
German army, a 200,000-man Croat army, 
and half a million civilian Catholic Croats 
and Slovenes. 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


How many know that a decision was 
made by the occupying British army and 
government to disarm them and put them 
in refugee camps? How many know that as 
the magnitude of this human flood became 
apparent, a directive would come from the 
British minister for the region to turn back 
all of the Slavs (contrary to established 
policy), despite the knowledge that they 
would be slaughtered? 

How many know that when the British 
soldiers balked at obeying, the minister 
was unyielding, resulting in the Parti- 
sans killing 12,000 prisoners per day for 
six weeks within earshot of the British 
soldiers? How many know of the tragic 
vignette where a 12-year-old girl held 
a hand-lettered sign asking her British 
guards to please kill her and her family 
immediately because they didn’t want to 
be sent to die “back there”? How many 
know that more than 400,000 Croats were 
killed? How many know of this fate of a 
disarmed population? How many of us 
know of the Bleiburg Massacre? 

Our legislators must not be stampeded 
into using a tragedy to promote an agenda 
which will emasculate our people. 

RUSSELL W. HAAS 
Golden, Colorado 


As I read the news lately in connection 
with talks about gun control, I often hear 
the expression, “Everything’s on the 
table.” 

I assume that this means that “on the 
table” are repeal of the National Fire- 
arms Act rules, the legalization of fully 
automatic weapons, the legalization of 
suppressors, and the elimination of the 
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms, 
and Explosives, as it is no longer needed. 

This is good news to me as I am getting 
older, and I am more and more worried 
about my hearing. I will be happy when 
I can purchase suppressors for my guns 
without all the trouble that this presently 
entails. 

STEVEN SNELGROVE 
Sent via e-mail 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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A new coalition of law-enforcement officials and liberty-mind- 
ed organizations led by former Arizona Sheriff Richard Mack 
is forming to defend freedom, with goals that include support- 
ing the hundreds of constitutional sheriffs across America who 
promise to defend the rights of their constituents from the Obama 
administration’s lawless assault on the Constitution. As one of its 
primary projects, the alliance is sending letters to every sheriff in 
the United States to find out and publicize where they stand on 
the Second Amendment. 

A key aim of the coalition is to recruit more chief law-enforce- 
ment officers — particularly sheriffs, but state and local officials 
as well — to defend Americans’ unalienable gun rights. As of early 
February, close to 300 county sheriffs from all over the country and 
at least six state sheriff associations had publicly announced their 
intentions to protect the Second Amendment in their respective 


jurisdictions. The numbers are growing daily, and members and 
leaders of the new coalition hope to keep that trend accelerating. 

Organizations that have already publicly joined the alliance in- 
clude the Constitutional Sheriffs and Peace Officers Association 
(CSPOA), Oath Keepers, We The People, Gun Owners of Amer- 
ica (GOA), numerous Tea Party groups, Restore The Republic, 
Liberty Round Table, The Power Hour, Front Sight Firearms In- 
stitute, the Tenth Amendment Center, The John Birch Society 
(JBS), People Against the NDAA (PANDA), and many more. 

“The way I figured it was, if one group did this all alone, then 
the sheriff might easily dismiss the survey as unimportant,” Sher- 
iff Mack told THE NEw AMERICAN. “However, if many national 
organizations were to be a part of this letter to the sheriffs, then 
they will have to know that it is very likely that many of their 
constituents support this correspondence and thus, as the sheriffs’ 
employers, expect his sincere participation.” 

“This is still America and the people are, and have a right to be, 
free and protected from the overreach of vapid politicians,’ reads 
the cover letter sent to all sheriffs along with the coalition’s ques- 
tionnaire. “As the people’s ultimate Protector, will you now stand 
with your colleagues who have reaffirmed their oaths to ‘protect, 
defend, and preserve the United States Constitution’ and the Con- 
stitution of the State wherein you serve? This is the time to stand 
and be counted.” 


U.S. Postal Service to Drop Saturday Delivery 


The U.S. Postal Service (USPS) announced that it will drop Sat- 
urday mail delivery service in August 2013. The financially strug- 
gling federal mail service has already closed some post offices 
around the country, cut back operations at thousands of others, 
and has long discussed trimming delivery to fewer days per week. 
Declaring in a February 5 press conference that “our financial 
condition is urgent,’ Postmaster General Patrick Donahoe pre- 
dicted the move will save the agency some $2 billion annually. 
“We are simply not in a financial position where we can continue 
to make six-day letter delivery,” said Donahoe. 

Under the cutback, the USPS will continue to deliver packages 
six days a week, and post offices will continue to be open on 
Saturdays, with mail still delivered to post office boxes. 

While the USPS receives no tax funding for its day-to-day opera- 
tion, it remains under the control of Congress, which has steadfastly 
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blocked proposals to cut postal delivery to five days. As in the past, 
Congress included a ban on five-day delivery in its latest appropria- 
tions bill, but “because the federal government is now operating 
under a temporary spending measure, rather than an appropriations 
bill, Donahoe says it’s the agency’s interpretation that it can make 
the change itself,’ the Associated Press reported February 6. 

The AP noted that last November the postal service “reported 
an annual loss of a record $15.9 billion for the last budget year 
and forecast more red ink in 2013, capping a tumultuous year in 
which it was forced to default on billions in retiree health benefit 
prepayments to avert bankruptcy.” 

The USPS said its own market research indicated that 70 per- 
cent of Americans support the cost-cutting move, but among 
those complaining, predictably, is the mail carriers’ labor union. 
AP reported February 6 that Fredric Rolando, president of the 
National Association of Letter Carriers, called the cut “‘a disas- 
trous idea that would have a profoundly negative effect on the 
Postal Service and on millions of customers.” 

But many congressmen appear to support the move, including 
Senator Tom Coburn (R-Okla.), ranking member of the Senate 
Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs Committee, who 
said that the change is “‘a proper business decision and [in the] 
long run good for the Postal Service and good for Americans.” 
Coburn and Rep. Darrell Issa (R-Calif.) sent a letter to leaders in 
the House and Senate, encouraging congressional support for the 
elimination of Saturday mail delivery. 


The February report from the Congressional Budget Office 
(CBO) about the inevitable insolvency of Social Security reveals 
a Ponzi scheme that is going to crater sooner than expected. 

For 2013, the CBO says that beneficiaries will receive $816 
billion in benefits while revenues from payroll taxes will be $846 
billion, leaving the program with a surplus of $30 billion. By the 
year 2023, however, the CBO estimates that outgo will exceed 
$1.4 trillion, compared to revenues of $1.3 trillion, a shortfall of 
about $100 billion. 

According to a February 6 article at Investor’s Business Daily, 
the funds backing Social Security will go to zero by 2031, and 
beneficiaries just now becoming eligible for retirement benefits 


will suffer huge cuts in their checks by the time they turn 80 — 
just when most of them will need money the most. 

Chuck Saletta at the online site The Motley Fool agrees. He 
noted on February 8 that by 2022, Social Security’s funds will 
be $140 billion less than projected, and the collapse date will be 
2033 or sooner. 

But neither article mentioned the footnote from the original 
CBO report: “The CBO projects that the DI [Disability Insur- 
ance] trust fund will be exhausted during the fiscal year 2016. 
Under current law the Commissioner of Social Security may not 
pay benefits in excess of the available balances in a trust fund, 
borrow money for a trust fund, or transfer money from one trust 
fund to another.” 

Unfortunately, the standard line from the Social Security Ad- 
ministration that it’s safe and sound is often enough to satisfy 
those who may be curious about it. After all, the beneficiaries 
continue to receive their checks as if there were no problem. 

But as participants in Social Security learn of its increasingly un- 
stable condition, they will begin to draw their money out of it at the 
earliest opportunity. This may explain why more and more retirees 
are starting withdrawals at age 62, rather than waiting, and why 
more and more people are attempting to draw disability benefits. 

At this late date, tinkering with increases in payroll taxes, 
ages of eligibility, and cost-of-living-adjustments would only 
put off the day of reckoning. Social Security is a Ponzi scheme, 
and all Ponzi schemes fail. This one appears to be failing sooner 
than predicted. 


Extremist Group Exposed Working With Obama’s Justice Department 


E-mails released January 30 by the non-partisan Judicial Watch 
(JW) group showed that Obama’s increasingly out-of-control De- 
partment of Justice was collaborating closely with the ultra-leftist 
Southern Poverty Law Center (SPLC). To make matters worse, 
hate-mongering propaganda issued by the widely criticized orga- 
nization was implicated last year in an attempted mass-shooting 
at the conservative-leaning Family Research Council (FRC) 
headquarters in Washington, D.C. 

After the failed terror attack scheme by a homosexual activist 
to murder FRC employees, concerned conservatives and even 
some homosexual groups across America expressed increasing 
alarm over the dangerous rhetoric and propaganda distributed by 
the SPLC, rhetoric equating mainstream pro-family and Christian 
groups with organizations such as the KKK, neo-Nazis, and ter- 
rorists. The SPLC and its hysterical attacks were thrust into the 
spotlight — especially after it was revealed that the shooter used 
the organization’s “hate map” propaganda to select his target. 

The almost two-dozen pages of e-mails revealed that SPLC 
co-founder Morris Dees, who has come under heavy criticism 
from across the political spectrum as a con-artist, fraud, hate 
monger, and more, gave a press conference at the DOJ last July 
that was “simulcast to everyone’s PC throughout the Depart- 
ment.” DOJ officials working with the SPLC, as is evident 


throughout the chain of correspondence, regard the controver- 
sial figure as an “inspiration” — even for young children. 

To Judicial Watch and numerous other organizations, howev- 
er, such treatment is highly inappropriate, considering the “civil 
rights” group’s inflammatory propaganda. “The SPLC is an at- 
tack group, and it is disturbing that it has premier access to our 
Department of Justice, which is charged with protecting the First 
Amendment rights of all Americans,” noted JW chief Tom Fitton. 

Conservative, Christian, and libertarian activists and organi- 
zations have long been alarmed by the SPLC’s attacks on loyal 
Americans and the group’s efforts to spread potentially dangerous 
disinformation among the law-enforcement community. In fact, 
THE NEW AMERICAN has spent considerable space exposing the 
SPLC, especially to educate law-enforcement officials about the 
false and misleading propaganda the organization disseminates. 

While the SPLC itself may be troubling to experts and ana- 
lysts, even more problematic, according to critics, is the U.S. 
Justice Department’s collaboration with an anti-freedom group 
that is notorious for seeking to silence and demonize political op- 
position on topics ranging from big government to cultural rela- 
tivism. However, it is hardly the first time the DOJ — especially 
under the Obama administration — has been exposed working 
with, or covering up for, potentially dangerous organizations. ll 


EXTENDED INSIDE TRACK 


Poll: Majority Believe Government Threatens Liberties 


ing Fathers stated that “Governments are instituted among 

Men” to secure the fundamental rights of the people, and 
that governments derive their “just powers from the consent of 
the governed.” But now, a clear majority of the American people 
distrusts the federal government and believes that it “threatens 
their own personal rights and freedoms.” 

Pew Research Center for the People and the Press has tracked 
public opinion regarding trust in the federal government across 
the span of several presidential administrations, and the level 
of distrust has steadily grown. In a January 31 release accom- 
panying the latest poll results (“Majority Says the Federal Gov- 
ernment Threatens Their Personal Rights’’), the Pew Research 
Center noted that an overwhelming majority of citizens operates 
on the assumption that the federal government will not do the 
“right thing”: 


I n the American Declaration of Independence, the Found- 


The survey finds continued widespread distrust in gov- 
ernment. About a quarter of Americans (26%) trust the 
government in Washington to do the right thing just about 
always or most of the time; 73% say they can trust the 
government only some of the time or volunteer that they 
can never trust the government... 

Just 20% of Americans say they are basically content 
with the federal government; 58% say they are frustrated 
while 19% say they are angry. For the most part, these 
views have changed little during Obama’s presidency. 
However, the percentage saying they are content with 
government sank to a low of just 11% in August 2011, fol- 
lowing protracted negotiations between the president and 
congressional leaders over raising the debt ceiling. The 
same survey found that the percentage expressing anger 
at government had reached 26%, and just 19% said they 
trusted the government at least most of the time. 


The poll emphasizes that Americans do not view the federal 
government as an abstract threat, but as a concrete danger 
to their liberties; even 34 percent of self-described “liberal 


Democrats” view the federal government as threatening their 
“personal rights and freedoms.” A majority of Americans 
share that assessment: 


Overall, 53% of Americans think that the federal govern- 
ment threatens their own rights and freedoms; 31% say it is 
a major threat, while 22% say it is a minor threat. Roughly 
three-quarters (76%) of conservative Republicans say that 
the government threatens their personal rights, and most 
(54%) say the government poses a major threat, by far the 
highest percentage of any ideological group. 


Reporting on the poll results, the Washington Post noted that 
the public’s view of the federal government has fluctuated over 
the years: 


Overall, the percentage of Americans who view the federal 
government as a threat has increased from 36 percent in May 
1995 to 53 percent today. It rose late in the 1990s and then 
dropped again after 9/11, down to 30 percent. Today, most 
Americans now feel at least somewhat scared of what the 
government could do to them, and 31 percent see Washing- 
ton as a “major threat.” 


Sentiments that might have seemed extreme to a majority of 
Americans several years ago are now clearly mainstream, and this 
level of fundamental distrust of the federal government could eas- 
ily influence the public debate over proposed federal gun-control 
measures. As Aaron Blake wrote for the Washington Post: 


This is an important piece of data to keep in mind as Con- 
gress debates new gun legislation. While polls show broad 
support for expanding background checks and limiting the 
manufacture and sale of certain types of so-called assault 
weapons, the flip side of that is that many Americans are 
wary of their government going too far in restricting their 
constitutional rights — be it on guns or anything else. 


The psychology is simple: When people are afraid, they seek to 
protect themselves, and they will only become more afraid if the 
perceived source of the threat attempts to deprive them of the 
means of self-defense. When a majority of citizens is already 
afraid that the federal government is a “threat” to their fundamen- 
tal freedoms, the notion that the same federal government would 
attempt to abridge those freedoms by attacking the free exercise 
of a fundamental right enumerated in the Bill of Rights is likely to 
increase the number of people who view the federal government 
as a “threat” to their liberties. 

According to the Pew poll, “For the past seven years, a pe- 
riod covering the final two years of the Bush administration 
and Obama’s entire presidency, no more than about three-in-ten 
Americans have said that they trust the government in Washing- 
ton to do the right thing always or most of the time” — a breath- 
taking level of distrust in a form of government that ostensibly 
relies upon the consent of the governed. Hi 
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Becoming a Lawyer Losing Its Appeal 
“Thirty years ago if you were looking to get on the escalator to upward mo- 
bility, you went to business or law school. Today, the law school escalator 
is broken.” 

Ten years ago, law schools attracted twice as many applicants as they do 
today. This decline has been noted by Law Professor William D. Henderson 
of Indiana University. 
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EPA’s Proposed Regulations Threaten Huge Expense and Massive Job Losses 

“A research report last November for the National Association of Manufacturers claims that just six of 
several dozen EPA proposals would cost the economy $100 billion a year resulting in the elimination 
of nine million jobs over a decade.” 

Writing in Barron’s, Jim McTague focused attention on the effect expected if Congress continues to allow 
the Environmental Protection Agency to make law. 


Critic Likens the Work of the 

Federal Reserve to That of the Soviet Union 

“Tf you think the Fed is doing the right thing, then you believe in central 
government planning. You don’t believe that the free market has the right 
idea. You believe that the Soviet Union had the right idea.” 

Chief Executive Peter Schiff of Euro Pacific Capital claims that resources 
are not going to where the market wants them, but to where “the govern- 
ment and the central bankers direct them.” 


Boy Scout Leaders Rethinking the Lifting of Its Ban on Homosexuals 
Schiff “After careful consideration ... the volunteer officers of the Boy Scouts of 
America’s National Executive Board concluded that due to the complex- 
ity of this issue, the organization needs time for a more deliberate review.” 

After restating in mid-2012 its long-standing policy barring participation of open homosexuals, the Boy 
Scouts of America announced early in 2013 that it was reconsidering the ban. After an uproar arose 
among scouting supporters, the Boy Scout leaders announced on February 6, 2013 that final say of 
the matter would be postponed until May. 
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Chicago’s Restrictions on Gun Ownership Don’t Stop Gun-related Crime 

“The gun laws in Chicago only restrict the law-abiding citizens and they’ve essentially made the 
citizens prey.” 

Executive Director Richard Pearson of the Illinois State Rifle Association points to more than 500 gun- 
related homicides in Chicago in 2012, even though the city has numerous bans on weapons. 


Women in Combat Harms the Military and Affronts the American People 

“Tt is unfortunate that the Obama administration acted unilaterally without putting this issue up for open 
and honest debate before Congress and the public. By acting unilaterally ... the administration has done 
a disservice to the American people and the finest military in the world.” 

An opponent of allowing women to serve in the military’s combat units, columnist Linda Chavez notes 
that the already high rate of pregnancy among females “is one of the 
best-kept secrets in the military.” 


Catholic Prelate Not Satisfied With 

Obama Administration’s Latest Birth-control Offer 

“We have consistently taught our people to live their lives during the week 

to reflect the same beliefs that they proclaim on the Sabbath. We cannot 

now abandon them to be forced to violate their morally well-informed 

consciences.” 

As the leader of the U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops, Cardinal Timo- 

thy Dolan of New York spoke for fellow bishops in rejecting the require- 

ment for Catholic institutions to provide coverage for contraception. @ Timothy 
— COMPILED BY JOHN F. McManus Dolan 
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Congressional fiscal debates are making headlines, but in reality our representatives are 
unlikely to substantially cut spending — despite the harsh consequences of failing to do so. 


by Charles Scaliger 


hat’s a liberal to do? At the very 
time that President Obama and 
his Democratic allies in Con- 


gress are moving aggressively to fulfill 
two of the most cherished leftist conceits 
— confiscation of firearms and general 
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amnesty for millions of illegal immigrants 
— economic woes continue to rear their 
ugly heads. Already reeling from massive 
tax hikes that few Americans were even 
expecting, the country now awaits the out- 
come of the other half of the fiscal cliff 
debate — the seemingly impossible deci- 
sion to actually cut government spending. 


In May, something will need to be done 
about the debt ceiling, although congres- 
sional Republicans have managed to kick 
that particular fiscal can just a little further 
down the road. And to top it all, the econo- 
my has begun contracting once more, with 
figures from the fourth quarter of 2012 
pointing to a stagnant 0.1 percent decline, 
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according to the Commerce Department. 
These bad tidings came a day after the 
government announced a steep decline 
in consumer confidence at year’s end, ef- 
fectively erasing all the putative gains for 
2012. The downturn that started with the 
Great Recession grinds on and on, with no 
end in sight, prompting many Americans 
to wonder where our government’s seem- 
ingly incurable addiction to debt, exces- 
sive spending, tax hikes, and expansion of 
its own powers will ultimately lead. 

The Obama administration and its 
courtier-economists were quick to dismiss 
the dismal fourth-quarter economic figures 
as consequences of one-time aberrations, 
such as a more than 20-percent decline in 
end-of-the-year defense spending, in an- 
ticipation of a fizzled fiscal cliff. But as 
we go to press budget cuts are coming — 
automatically, under the “sequestration” 
deal reached during the last debt ceiling 
set-to, on March 1, unless Congress comes 
up with an alternative. 

Meanwhile, the latest job figures, re- 
leased on the first day of February, will 
prove harder for the Obama administration 
to dismiss. While the economy created 
157,000 new jobs in January and 127,000 
more jobs in November and December 
than had previously been acknowledged, 
the official unemployment rate crept up 
once again to 7.9 percent, stoking fears 
that it would once again breach eight per- 
cent. Unemployment, while not as acute 
as a few years ago in the depths of the 
recession, is still more than twice what 
America enjoyed during headier times 
(and, as has often been pointed out, the 
real unemployment numbers are well into 
the double digits, but newer, looser stan- 
dards of reporting conceal the true extent 
of the problem). 

Though it is true that ballooning gov- 
ernment spending and debt create a drag 
on the economy, unemployment rates are 
likely to rise in the short term if looming 
mandated cuts in government spending 
kick in. The general sentiment in Wash- 
ington is that the automatic across-the- 
board seven-percent cuts for the Penta- 
gon and five-percent cuts for domestic 
programs will take place, not only be- 
cause there is no partisan common 
ground on what programs can be cut, but 
also because such automatic cuts, man- 
dated by a bipartisan “supercommittee,” 
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will protect Republicans and 
Democrats from blame. 

Much of the discussion 
in the mainstream media is 
focused on the alleged need 
to prevent spending cuts — 
even if new taxes must be 
levied — because cutting 
government spending will 
supposedly cause the fragile 
economy to contract at a time when more 
stimulus is plainly in order. According to 
White House Press Secretary Jay Carney, 
allowing the dreaded automatic cuts to 
occur in March is “political brinksman- 
ship of the kind that results in one primary 
victim, and that’s American taxpayers, 
the American middle class.” Cutting the 
size and cost of government would hurt 
American taxpayers by trimming the ser- 
vices government can provide, reducing 
or eliminating government contracts with 
private industry, and costing large num- 
bers of government employees their jobs 
— so the argument runs. 

Such thinking assumes that it is gov- 
ernment that is the linchpin of a strong 
economy, and that government jobs, con- 
tracts, and benefits contribute crucially to 


To top it all, the economy has begun 
contracting once more, with figures from 


the fourth quarter of 2012 pointing to a 
stagnant 0.1 percent decline, according to 
the Commerce Department. 


economic growth. Nothing could be fur- 
ther from the truth, as economists from 
Frederic Bastiat onward have demon- 
strated time and time again. Government 
does not produce wealth or accumulate 
capital; it consumes and often destroys 
it. Every penny confiscated by govern- 
ment from the private sector and used to 
fund projects deemed important by poli- 
ticians (including, of course, the salaries 
of legions of government bureaucrats 
who oversee such wealth transferral) is a 
penny not spent by the private sector for 
things that the free market prefers. Every 
tax dollar spent by government is one dol- 
lar withheld from private-sector savings 
and investment. And every salaried gov- 
ernment bureaucrat is one less potentially 
productive worker or entrepreneur for the 
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Worry lines: One visible effect of economic mismanagement is long lines — of desperate 
shoppers scrambling for scarce groceries, of spooked depositors trying to get their money out of 
collapsing banks, and of the unemployed, seeking work or government benefits, like this line of 
unemployed Miamians. Are more lines, and a greater fiscal cliff, in America’s future? 
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private sector. Government, 
as Bastiat pointed out long 
ago, traffics in that which is 
seen — a new bridge, a re- 
paired highway, a new block 
of low-income housing, an- 
other public school, a state- 
of-the-art battleship, or an 
“entitlement” program are 
all things for which money 
is taken and spent, and their 
results are visible. Because 
of this, the public is tempted 
to regard such expenditures 
(and numerous other govern- 
ment projects like them) as 
“investments.” 

But the public (and most 
politicians) often forgets what 
is not seen — those things 
that the private sector will 
never be able to produce as 
a result of wealth extracted by the public 
sector. It is impossible to say what might 
have been built with funds used to repair 
a highway or a government building, for 
example, but the money would have been 
used somehow — to build a hotel, endow a 
private college, start a furniture company, 
or develop a better automobile engine, for 
example — but because the opportunity 
has been denied the private sector, the 
benefit will remain unseen. 


Low-hanging Fruit 

While few dispute the need to spend 
money on legitimate government activities 
that will protect freedoms and safeguard 
the rule of law, to assert — as the Obama 
administration is now doing — that in- 
creased government spending, financed by 
tax hikes, is more beneficial to the econ- 
omy than private-sector capital formation 
is the height of economic ignorance. The 


Every penny confiscated by government 
from the private sector and used to fund 
projects deemed important by politicians 


(including, of course, the salaries of 
legions of government bureaucrats who 
oversee such wealth transferral) is a 
penny not spent by the private sector. 


He’s still right: More than 150 
years ago, economist Frederic 
Bastiat refuted the arguments 
that more government and 
higher taxes will make nations 
more prosperous, showing 
that cutting the size and cost 
of government will help the 
economy. Yet politicians still 


repeat past errors. 


results of unchecked government spending 
are already drearily apparent to Europeans, 
whose governments, drowning in debt, are 
now seeing fit to impose “austerities” — 
mostly in the form of higher taxes and 
reductions in promised benefits — rather 
than make meaningful cuts in the size and 
cost of government itself. In country after 
country across the foundering EU, so- 
called public servants, when the economic 
chips are down, have been willing to raise 
taxes and otherwise fleece the productive 
private sector, while imposing no com- 
parable hardships on themselves. This is 
the reason that violent demonstrations are 
becoming almost a daily event in Greece, 
and Spain is on the verge of disintegrat- 
ing. Most Europeans, unfortunately, cling 
to their illusions of benign socialism, but 
for the economically discerning, the fruits 
of a half-century of rampant Big Govern- 
ment in Europe are painfully clear. 
President Obama, along 
with many of his congres- 
sional co-partisans, appears 
to be congenitally incapable 
of contemplating cuts in 
government spending, which 
is why, now that he has got- 
ten the Republicans to cave 
on tax increases, he and his 
fellow Democrats are scram- 
bling to find more ways to 
hike taxes in order to avoid 
actually having to cut spend- 


ing when sequestration kicks in. Accord- 
ing to a January 29 piece in Bloomberg, 
Senate Democrats, led by Harry Reid, 
are working to come up with “revenue- 
generating alternatives” in order to “offset 
automatic spending cuts set to take effect 
March 1.” One target popular with Demo- 
crats is oil companies; under discussion is 
a proposal by President Obama to generate 
an estimated $27 billion in additional rev- 
enue by going after oil and gas companies, 
which would include “repealing com- 
panies’ ability to deduct certain drilling 
costs immediately rather than over several 
years.” Senator Reid confirmed Congres- 
sional intent to “deal with oil companies,” 
referring to them as “low-hanging fruit.” 
In other words, aware that no more tax 
hikes on the American public are feasible 
in the near term, President Obama and Sen- 
ate Democrats are going to seek further tax 
hikes on corporations, those reliably vil- 
lainous caricatures of cutthroat capitalism 
that the American Left loves to scapegoat. 
It is telling that Democrats would single 
out oil and gas companies as potential 
sources of new revenue, given that the ex- 
traordinary growth in natural gas produc- 
tion, thanks to “fracking,” has been the one 
real bright spot in an otherwise moribund 
economy over the last several years. Hy- 
draulic fracturing technology has permit- 
ted the extraction of natural gas trapped in 
deep shale formations like the Marcellus 
Formation of northern Appalachia, and 
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has driven natural gas prices down steeply 
while creating tens of thousands of new 
jobs in Pennsylvania, West Virginia, and 
elsewhere. Meanwhile, boom conditions 
have transformed the once-lethargic econ- 
omy of North Dakota, where drilling for 
petroleum in the Bakken Formation has 
rendered that remote prairie state all but 
immune to the economic downturn. 

But all that President Obama and his 
congressional allies see in the energy 
sector is “low-hanging fruit” ripe for the 
picking, an easy source of new revenue for 
politicians to spend. 

And spend it they will, mostly to fund 
America’s galactic debt, which has sur- 
passed 100 percent of the GDP and con- 
tinues to rise. Against such a backdrop, the 
token cuts mandated by sequestration are 
insignificant; they are, after all, not merely 
reckoned in single-digit percentages, they 
are also slated to be phased in over the next 
six years. In other words, they will be a 
barely registered blip on federal accounts, 
all but invisible atop the runaway debt and 
the towering interest payments already re- 
quired to service it. And in all likelihood, 
Washington politicians, having secured 
their tax hikes, will find some way to avoid 
making even these token cuts, so hopeless- 
ly addicted to deficit spending have they 
become. (It is worth pointing out that the 


best that establishment Republicans — so- 
called “deficit hawks” like Rep. Paul Ryan 
— have been willing to propose is a reduc- 
tion in the rate of spending increase, in the 
hopes that somehow, some way, we will 
eventually be able to grow our economy 
to the point where a multi-trillion dollar 
debt becomes trivial by comparison. This 
is, of course, a quixotic fancy typical of 
career politicians who have never had to 
meet a payroll and have little idea how the 
economy actually works.) 

As for the impending debt-ceiling ker- 
fuffle, expect the usual sound and fury, 
signifying nothing. If America has learned 
anything from the last several debt-ceiling 
donnybrooks, it is that, in the end, the Re- 
publicans will acquiesce to Democratic 
demands for more debt, and yet another 
Faustian bargain will be struck. 


Greece’s Instructive Example 

What happens to nations when their po- 
litical leadership becomes so morally 
bankrupt that even the notion of slowing 
the rate at which the debt is rising fills 
the establishment with horror? The na- 
tions of Europe, and especially southern 
Europe, furnish instructive examples. 
Greece, whose name has become syn- 
onymous with political corruption and 
fiscal ineptitude, is Exhibit A. Following 


TP 


Murtt 


the destruction of the Second World War, 
Greece, like many others of Europe’s 
ruined economies, eventually rose from 
the ashes in an extraordinary run of eco- 
nomic growth that has been dubbed the 
“Greek economic miracle.” From the end 
of World War II until 1949, Greece was 
embroiled in a bitter civil war that pitted 
communists against the Greek military. 
With help from the West, the military 
eventually vanquished the Soviet-backed 
communists, saving Greece from ending 
up behind the Iron Curtain with the rest 
of Eastern Europe. 

From about 1950 through the mid- 
1970s, Greek economic activity explod- 
ed, thanks not only to generous infusions 
from the Marshall Plan but also to a com- 
parative reduction in government controls 
over the Greek economy. Throughout the 
’50s, the Greek economy grew at an an- 
nual average in excess of 10 percent, and 
industrial growth surpassed 10 percent 
per annum well into the ’60s. Greece 
became a mecca for tourism, but also 
underwent significant industrial expan- 
sion, particularly in the manufacture of 
chemicals, and her cities boomed with 
new construction projects. During these 
years, Greece was governed by an anti- 
communist military junta which — like 
so-called “benign” military dictatorships 


Alternative fuel source: So desperate are conditions in Greece — another once-prosperous European state now bedeviled by gargantuan debts and 
dizzying unemployment rates — that many people, unable to afford gas or oil, have resorted to burning scrap timber to keep their houses warm. 
Athens, blanketed by wood smoke, is coming to resemble a pre-industrial landscape. 
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Billing drilling: Although the comparatively unregulated and untaxed energy sector delivered 
spectacularly with new “fracking” techniques used to extract natural gas, politicians want to 
impose heavy taxes on the one industry that provided massive jobs growth during America’s 


Great Recession. 


in South Korea and (later) in Chile — re- 
frained from excessive interference in the 
economy and were motivated by a strong 
antipathy for socialism that characterized 
all juntas that came to power by fending 
off Marxist insurgencies. 

With the overthrow of the Greek junta 
in 1974 and the establishment of a modern 
European-style populist socialist govern- 
ment, Greece’s economic miracle came to 
an abrupt end, although there was at first 
little reason to suspect that Greece had 
embarked on a long road to ruin. With the 
election of socialist Andreas Papandreou 
in 1981, Greece’s long descent into mam- 
moth government spending and eventual 
insolvency began in earnest. Papandreou 
instituted many reforms in Greece that 
will have a familiar ring to Americans: 
He nationalized healthcare, established 
a comprehensive welfare state, and in- 
stituted a system of graduated taxation, 
among many other socialist-inspired re- 
forms. Under Papandreou and his suc- 
cessors (which included, in 2009, his son 
Georges, who has also served as president 
of the Socialist International since 2006), 
the size and cost of the Greek public sec- 
tor exploded, and Greece was obliged to 
borrow massive amounts of money to keep 
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the welfare-state Ponzi scheme going. De- 
spite suspicions over the extent of Greek 
indebtedness, Greece successfully peti- 
tioned to join the eurozone in 2000, and, 
for a few years, her economy managed to 
continue a decade and a half-long growth 
spurt, thanks to unfettered access to other 
European markets. 

The salad days came to a definitive end 
with the onset of the global recession in 
2008. Unemployment that had been low 
by Greek standards (7.2 percent) at the 
beginning of 2008 exploded to 26 percent 
by 2012 (with youth unemployment near 
60 percent). Construction plummeted by 
more than 70 percent between 2010 and 
2012. And, more ominously, civil unrest 
began in earnest. This, in a country that 
had enjoyed 14 straight years of economic 
growth and had been touted as a great Eu- 
ropean success story. 

Greece’s troubles had begun decades 
before, with the introduction of social- 
ism and welfarism on a massive scale. For 
nearly three decades, Greece had managed 
to paper over her massive debts by bor- 
rowing and printing more drachmas. Entry 
into the eurozone allowed her to jettison 
the drachma for the euro, and thereby to 
dilute her balance-book woes for a few 


more years. Unbeknownst to the world at 
large, Greece had retained the services of 
Goldman Sachs prior to entering the euro- 
zone, and had received help to creatively 
restructure her finances to conceal her un- 
sustainable indebtedness from would-be 
creditors. 

But Greece’s financial dry rot was fi- 
nally laid bare when the pitiless laws of 
economics had their say in 2008. Greece’s 
debt was found to be in excess of 100 per- 
cent of the GDP (roughly where ours is 
now, in fact), and the financial rout began. 
From apparent success story to interna- 
tional financial pariah, Greece’s descent 
into receivership has led to her near-total 
submission to international authorities 
in exchange for a succession of bailouts 
that have done little to mitigate her debts. 
With sporadic social unrest, political tur- 
moil, and economic malaise continuing, 
Greece’s story is not finished, and her 
outlook is bleak. 

And Greece is not the only “sick man 
of Europe” these days. At the other end 
of the Mediterranean, both Spain and 
Portugal have followed very similar tra- 
jectories, and are not too far behind the 
Greeks on the path to utter economic and 
social collapse. 


The Other Sick Men of Europe 
Depression-era Portugal, ravaged by old 
debts and hampered by a comparatively 
backward, rural society, saw its fortunes 
change in 1933 with the rise of Antonio 
Salazar, who instituted the authoritarian 
but rigidly anti-Marxist regime known as 
the Estado Novo (“New State’”’). Criticized 
for his relentless persecution of Marxists, 
Salazar nevertheless instituted policies 
that allowed Portugal to begin paying 
down debts and embark on a gradual path 
toward modernization and real economic 
growth. Labor unions, for example, were 
illegal and there was no minimum wage, in 
striking contrast to other Western countries 
of the day, including the United States. 
Portugal escaped the ravages of the Sec- 
ond World War by remaining neutral, and 
from 1950 onward her economy grew at a 
brisk clip. By the end of Salazar’s tenure in 
office in 1968, Portugal was catching up to 
the rest of Western Europe on many fronts. 
The Portuguese economy continued to 
grow apace until the so-called “Carnation 
Revolution” in 1974, a peaceful leftist 
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military coup that threw the Portuguese 
economy into turmoil. Finally triumphant 
over the anti-Marxists of the Estado Novo, 
Portugal’s new leftist leaders promptly 
instituted a series of socialist economic 
reforms that sent the economy into a tail- 
spin. Industries were nationalized and 
enormous tracts of land were confiscated 
from wealthy landowners for redistribu- 
tion to “the people.” Collective farms were 
set up, which virtually destroyed Portu- 
guese agriculture. Almost overnight, Por- 
tugal went from being the fastest-growing 
economy in Western Europe to the slow- 
est, even reversing course altogether for 
several dark years. 

Eventually, Portugal settled into a more 
gradualist socialist program similar to 
those adopted elsewhere in Western Eu- 
rope. In 1986, Portugal joined the Euro- 
pean Union, and in 1999, became one of 
the founding members of the eurozone. 
Like most of the rest of Europe, Portu- 
gal benefitted from the global financial 
bubble, posting annual growth rates of 
around three percent from the early ’90s 
onward — rates that were an improvement 
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over almost two decades of 
stagnation, but which did not 
approach the growth achieved 
under the Estado Novo of 
Salazar and his successors. 
The great bubble, in Portugal 
as elsewhere, nourished the 
illusion that welfarism and 
the deficit spending required 
to sustain it were, after all, 
the stuff of economic mira- 
cles. Even as the Portuguese 
economy grew, so too did her 
politicians continue to borrow and spend 
without restraint. 

Portugal’s socialist Cloud Cuckoo Land 
came to an end as jarring as Greece’s, and 
while Portugal has shown somewhat great- 
er resolve in self-imposing reforms, most 
of these have consisted of massive tax hikes 
that have driven the desperate Portuguese, 
like the Greeks, into the streets. Portugal’s 
unemployment rate is somewhere north of 
15 percent and — rosy assurances notwith- 
standing — there is little indication that 
Portugal will have any more success at pay- 
ing down her gargantuan debts than Greece. 


Economic change: Portugal’s Antonio Salazar (left) and Spain’s Francisco Franco (right) guided 
their countries to unprecedented economic growth after World War II. Only after Portugal and Spain 
adopted democratic socialism in the 1970s did they start spiraling toward economic destruction. 
Today, Spain and Portugal are near economic collapse, with massive unemployment and 
government debts that threaten the entire world economy if either country is forced to default. 
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In country after country across the 
foundering EU, so-called public 
servants, when the economic chips are 
down, have been willing to raise taxes 
and otherwise fleece the productive 
private sector, while imposing no 
comparable hardships on themselves. 


The situation is severer still in Portu- 
gal’s larger peninsular neighbor, Spain. 
The first four decades of the 20th century 
witnessed a struggle for Spain’s political 
soul that culminated in the Spanish Civil 
War. The anti-communist General Fran- 
cisco Franco emerged the victor, and like 
Portugal’s Salazar, instituted an authori- 
tarian, anti-Marxist regime that lasted 
until 1975. Franco, despite his opposition 
to communism, had a strong socialistic 
bent of his own, and flailed ineffectu- 
ally to reform the Spanish economy via 
various economic centralization schemes 
before finally attempting free-market re- 
forms (including opening Spain’s doors 
to foreign capital) in 1959. The result 
was the “Spanish miracle” that saw the 
economy grow by leaps and bounds into 
the mid-’70s. 

With the death of Franco, Spain joined 
the rest of Western Europe in the rush 
into “social democracy.” Spain’s econo- 
my faltered in sync with the rest of the 
world’s in the late 1970s, but recovered in 
the 1980s under the leadership of Felipe 
Gonzalez. Despite his socialist pedigree 
and strong collectivist impulses (he was 
general secretary of the Spanish Social- 
ist Worker’s Party from 1974 to 1997), 
Gonzalez was enough of a pragmatist to 
disencumber Spain of a number of inef- 
ficient and costly bureaucracies and gov- 
ernment agencies, privatizing more than 
200 state-owned corporations. At the 
same time, Gonzalez initiated the welfare 
state in Spain on a massive scale, institut- 
ing a social security system and greatly 
expanding pensions, unemployment ben- 
efits, and a range of other “entitlements.” 
The Gonzalez government spent heavily 
on infrastructure as well, constructing 
highways and railroads, and also creat- 
ing a high-speed rail system. Along the 
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way, Spain was the beneficiary of a tour- 
ism boom, as millions of visitors drawn 
to her beach resorts, mountains, and pic- 
turesque medieval cities flooded Spanish 
coffers. During the great bubble years, 
the Spanish economy soared to almost 
unprecedented heights, with her enor- 
mous stretches of desirable beachfront 
property inspiring a spasm of real estate 
speculation second only to the American 
real estate bubble. 

Government spending soared too, of 
course, as people in Spain drew the same 
conclusion as people almost everywhere 
else: Government and debt could expand 
without limit, and perpetual economic 
growth would forever immunize govern- 
ment and society from any consequences 
for fiscal imprudence. 

Today, unemployment in a humbled 
Spain is over 25 percent, her real estate 
market is in shambles, her level of in- 
debtedness is soaring, and her enraged 
populace is in the streets almost daily. 
Catalonia, Spain’s wealthiest and most 
productive region (and home to Spain’s 
second-largest and most cosmopolitan 
city, Barcelona), is threatening to secede 
outright, since the Catalans (who have 
their own language and culture) have 
been forced to pay disproportionately for 
Madrid’s profligacy. As with Greece and 
Portugal, the full story of Spain’s decline 
has not yet been written. 


The Bloom Is Off the Rose 

Greece, Spain, and Portugal all experi- 
enced strong economic growth coinci- 
dent with periods of free-market reform 
and strong anti-Marxist policies. After 
succumbing to the siren song of “soft” 
Western-style socialism, these three 
countries continued to prosper — for a 
time — even as debts mounted and eco- 
nomic controls multiplied. But now that 
the bloom is off the economic rose, the 
folly of Big Government and the un- 
sustainable indebtedness it occasions is 
starkly evident. 

The very same consequences (if not 
worse) await the United States if her po- 
litical leadership continues to refuse to 
change course. In possessing the world’s 
default currency, though, the United 
States has at once more leverage to stay 
in the game longer than the Greeces and 
the Portugals — and more rope to hang 
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Cliff notes: President Obama delivers a statement on “fiscal cliff’ negotiations on December 28. 
The much ballyhooed last-minute deal is a short-term fix that accomplished what politicians want 
(higher taxes) without doing anything that would actually help the economy (reduce government 
spending). Now Democrats say that any spending cuts will only take place if further taxes are levied. 


herself. Put otherwise, America can post- 
pone the evil day by force-feeding more 
dollars (and more debt) to ever-more re- 
luctant creditors who remain unwilling 
to kill the golden goose, but if she waits 
until the laws of economics force a brutal 
reckoning, the fall will be much farther. 
There are those who claim that the point 
of no return has already been surpassed, and 
that America’s debts and other economic 
woes are too great for repair. But our level 
of public debt to GDP is roughly the same 
now as it was at the conclusion of World 
War II, and our country managed to walk 
away from that financial abyss more than 
a half century ago. Postwar Washington, 
however, was able to muster the political 
will to cut the size and cost of the federal 
government by as much as 50 percent. That 
scaling-back of Big Government produced 
an “American miracle” that surpassed any- 
thing in Greece, Portugal, Spain, Germany, 
Japan, or any of a host 
of other countries 
whose economies 
grew vertiginously 
after the war. How- 
ever, many of those 
postwar spending 
cuts, tied to national 
demobilization, were 
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politically easy to carry out. Any mean- 
ingful cuts nowadays would of necessity 
gut peacetime expansions of government 
power that millions of Americans have 
come to view as indispensable programs. 
And historically, it is a rare governing body 
indeed that will voluntarily surrender power 
by defunding itself. 

We have every reason to believe that 
the second Obama administration and a 
lickspittle Congress will preside over the 
greatest expansion of federal government 
power and cost yet seen, and will add un- 
told trillions to the national debt while 
hiking taxes — without making any cuts 
whatsoever. Only if the American people 
make their views felt as vociferously and 
forcefully as possible will our leaders 
reverse course and keep America from 
following the nations of Western Eu- 
rope into financial bondage and social 
disintegration. Hl 
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E Riche Answer? 


Calls echo and re-echo for the government to tax the rich more, always based upon the 
supposition that such a tax is fair and moral. But is it really fair, moral, or just? 


by Brian Farmer 


Eat the Rich: there’s only one thing 
they’re good for Eat the Rich: take one 
bite now — come back for more Eat the 
Rich: I gotta get this off my chest Eat the 
Rich: take one bite now, spit out the rest 

— Aerosmith 


“WN here has been a lot of talk about 
taxes lately, particularly as it re- 
lates to the recent fiscal cliff ne- 
gotiations. Democrats wanted a tax in- 
crease on the highest income earners, that 
is, single taxpayers making more than 
$200,000 annually and married couples 
making more than $250,000 annually, as 
part of any deal, while the Republicans 
did not. In the end, a compromise was 
reached and various taxes went up on sin- 
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gle taxpayers making more than $400,000 
a year and married couples making more 
than $450,000 a year. That is on top of the 
two-percent Social Security payroll tax 
increase, which applied to all wage earn- 
ers and was actually a reinstatement of the 
two-percent Social Security payroll tax cut 
that was part of President Obama’s stimu- 
lus plan in response to the recent so-called 
Great Recession. 

The issue of raising taxes on the rich, 
and the progressive income tax in general, 
brings to mind a question: What is the dif- 
ference between a socialist and a scientist? 
The answer is: If socialists were scientists, 
they would have first tried out their theories 
on rats! The topic under consideration here 
also brings to mind the story about the con- 
gressman who was held up on the steps of 
the Capitol. He was accosted by a thief who 
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demanded, “Give me your money!” The 
congressman responded, “Do you know 
who I am? I’m a congressman; I work right 
here in this building.” To which the thief 
replied, “In that case, give me my money!” 

The question above hints at the econom- 
ic arguments for or against raising taxes 
on the wealthiest members of society. The 
story hints at the ethical arguments. It is 
worth first focusing on the latter because, 
if one cannot hold the moral high ground 
in this discussion, then the economic ar- 
guments are almost irrelevant. So long as 
people believe that raising taxes on the 
rich is a noble idea, there is almost no way 
to discredit it. The only way one can try 
to attempt to convince people that such an 
idea is flawed is to reveal it for what it 
really is and to show that it is the very op- 
posite of noble. 
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The notion that the rich should pay 
more taxes raises the obvious question: 
Why? We are told that it is because the 
federal government is running enormous 
budget deficits and needs more money. 
But are the rich responsible for those bud- 
get deficits? No, they are not! And yet, the 
rich are being scapegoated by the Obama 
regime and the fawning national liberal 
media in order hide the fact that the real 
culprits are the federal politicians, bureau- 
crats, and judges who, over the past hun- 
dred years, have done the very opposite of 
preserving, protecting, and defending the 
U.S. Constitution and the principles upon 
which this nation was founded. 


Those principles were founded on an 
understanding of the inherent nature of 
government. The essence of government 
is best described by a statement attributed 
to George Washington: “Government is 
not eloquence; it is not reason; it is force. 
Like fire, it is a dangerous servant and a 
fearful master.” That raises the question: 
What are the ethical and legitimate uses 
of force in a free, civilized, and just so- 
ciety? It turns out that there is only one, 
and that is self-defense. That means that 
government is meant to be a form of col- 
lective self-defense. And that is why our 
Founding Fathers stated in the Declaration 
of Independence that governments are in- 
stituted to secure our unalienable rights to 
life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. 
It should be self-evident that those rights 
include the right to property, the right to 
keep the fruits of one’s labor, and the right 
to be left alone, so long as one does not 
interfere with the freedom of others to ex- 
ercise their unalienable rights. 

The term “rights” has more than just a 
political connotation; it also has a moral 
implication. When something is deemed 
to be a right, that tells us that a certain 
course of behavior is correct, sanctioned, 
and proper. It means that it is a course of 
action to be respected by others, that it is 
not to be interfered with, and that anything 
that violates that right is wrong, unsanc- 
tioned, and improper. Note that all legiti- 
mate rights have one thing in common: 
They are rights to action, not to rewards 
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you alone. Such a system guarantees you 
the chance to work for what you want 
and not to receive it without any effort on 
your part at the expense of somebody else. 
The right to life does not mean that your 
neighbors have to feed you, clothe you, 
and shelter you. It means that you have 
the right to earn your food, clothing, and 
shelter yourself and that no one is allowed 
to stop you from obtaining those things or 
take them away from you when you have 
finally procured them. In other words, you 
have the right to act and to keep the results 
of your actions, to keep the products you 
make, or to trade them with others, if you 
wish. But you have no right to the actions 
or products of others, except on terms to 
which they voluntarily agree. 

Today, however, we are witnessing the 
rise of systemic immorality in this coun- 
try. We are seeing a total abandonment 
by the federal politicians, the intellectu- 
als, and the national liberal media of the 
moral principles upon which this nation 
was founded. We are seeing the complete 
destruction of the concept of rights. The 
original American idea of unalienable 
rights has been virtually wiped out. It is 
being treated as though it had never ex- 
isted. The rule now is for federal politi- 
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cians to ignore and to violate the people’s 
genuine rights, all the while arguing about 
a whole list of rights never dreamed of in 
this country’s founding documents. The 
new rights require no earning, no effort, 
nor any action at all on the part of the re- 
cipient. You are entitled to something, the 
federal politicians say, simply because it 
exists and you claim to need it, or sim- 
ply want it. As a result, you are entitled 
to have it handed to you by the federal 
government. The federal government ac- 
complishes that by taking money from 
people who have earned it and giving it to 
people who have not earned it. When this 
is done privately, we call it theft. When it 
is done by the federal government, we use 
euphemisms to describe it, such as “in- 
come transfers” or “wealth redistribution” 
or “social welfare payments.” 


| 

That type of federal government activity 
constitutes at least two-thirds of the fed- 
eral budget. Regardless of the purpose, 
such governmental activity is fundamen- 
tally immoral, because it is little more 
than a modified form of slavery. After 
all, what is the essence of slavery? It is 
the coercive use of one person to serve 


Spending and citizens: House Speaker John Boehner points at a chart to emphasize that ballooning 
government spending is causing the federal budget crisis. Nevertheless, Republicans went along with 
raising tax rates on wealthier citizens to avoid being accused of trying to shrink the deficit on the backs of 
the middle class. 


from other people. The American concept 
of rights imposes no obligations on other 
people, except for the obligation to leave 
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Power play: House Minority Leader Nancy Pelosi and House Democrats talk to reporters after closed-door discussions on the fiscal cliff. Their plan was 
to let the Bush-era tax cuts expire and blame the GOP for raising taxes on the middle class. Republicans folded and allowed tax increases on the rich. 


the purposes of another person. When the 
federal government, through the tax code, 
takes the earnings of one person and turns 
around to give it to another person in the 
form of prescription drugs, Social Securi- 
ty payments, food stamps, farm subsidies, 
auto industry bailouts, etc., it is forcibly 
using one person to serve the interests 
of another person. Frederic Bastiat, the 
French economist, statesman, and author, 
referred to such governmental activity as 
“legal plunder.” In his book The Law, 
published in 1850, Bastiat wrote, “But 
how is this legal plunder to be identified? 
Quite simply. See if the law takes from 
some persons what belongs to them, and 
gives it to other persons to whom it does 
not belong. See if the law benefits one 
citizen at the expense of another by doing 
what the citizen himself cannot do with- 
out committing a crime.” 

President Abraham Lincoln talked 
about “government of the people, by the 
people, and for the people.” As a result, 
we hear people stating that the people are 
the government, that the government is 
the people, and so on. Well, then, if the 
people are not allowed to steal from each 
other, then it should logically follow that 
the government should not be allowed to 
steal from the people, either. If Person A 
takes from Person B to pay his medical 
bills, then Person A is punished, and the 
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vast majority of people do not have a prob- 
lem with that. But if the government takes 
from Person B to pay Person A’s medical 
bills, all too many people apparently be- 
lieve that it is a good thing. And yet, the 
two situations are morally equivalent. The 
only difference is who is doing the taking. 

Some might argue that all of this is the 
result of a democratic process and that it 
is, therefore, legitimate. But legality alone 
is no decent guide for a moral people. 
There are many things in this world that 
have been, or are, legal but clearly im- 
moral. Slavery in the antebellum southern 
states, Nazi persecution of Jews, and Sta- 
lin’s and Mao’s purges were all legal, but 
did that make them moral? Exterminating 
human beings who are guilty of nothing 
more than waiting to be born is presently 
legal in many countries, but does that make 
abortion moral? An act that is inherently 
immoral does not become moral simply 
because there is a majority consensus that 
supports it. 

An argument against legal plunder is 
not an argument against helping one’s fel- 
low human beings who are 
genuinely in need. Charity 
is a noble virtue. But theft, 
whether legal or illegal, is 
a despicable vice. Reach- 
ing into one’s own pocket to 
help those who are destitute 


is noble and worthy of praise. But reach- 
ing into another person’s pocket to help 
anyone is ignoble and worthy of condem- 
nation. For those who are religious, the 
present system, and the call for even high- 
er taxes on the rich, ought to be seen as 
downright sinful. When God gave Moses 
the commandment “Thou shalt not steal,” 
He did not qualify the commandments 
saying, “Thou shalt not steal, unless there 
is a majority that supports it.’ And if one 
were to ask God if it would be acceptable 
to merely be a recipient of stolen property, 
He would undoubtedly deem that to be a 
sin, as well. 

One often hears the argument, “Those 
who benefit from society should give 
back to society.” But what does it mean 
to “benefit from society”? The “society” 
from which a person financially benefits 
is otherwise known as the “free market.” 
In the free market, one receives according 
to the value one gives. On the other hand, 
when one talks about “giving back to so- 
ciety,” one is really talking about giving 
to the government. But the rich cannot 


What is the essence of slavery? It is the 


coercive use of one person to serve the 
purposes of another person. 


19 


If a congressman were to propose that, 
for the same offense, Hispanics should 
be given longer jail terms, he would 


be shouted down. But when the subject 
changes from criminal law to tax law, the 
concept of equal treatment under the law 


suddenly goes out the window. 


“give back” to the government, because 
the rich do not get their incomes from 
the government to begin with! People 
who resort to this argument are merely 
playing a deceptive word game to justify 
ripping off wealthier taxpayers. One also 
hears the argument that taxes on the rich 
should be raised to make them pay their 
“fair share.” However, according to In- 
ternal Revenue Service data, the top one 
percent earns 17 percent of all income 
and pays 37 percent of all income taxes. 
The top five percent earns 32 percent of 
all income and pays 59 percent of all in- 
come taxes. It should be intuitively obvi- 
ous, therefore, that the wealthier among 
us are already paying far more than their 
fair share! 


All of the foregoing raises 
another question: Who put 
into power those federal poli- 
ticians who created the pres- 
ent immoral system, and has 
kept them there for decades? 
It was not the rich, because 
there are not enough of them 
to have accomplished that. It 
was pretty much everybody 
else. A quote attributed to 
Scottish historian Alexander 
Fraser Tytler explains the situation: “A de- 
mocracy is always temporary in nature; it 
simply cannot exist as a permanent form 
of government. A democracy will continue 
to exist up until the time that voters dis- 
cover that they can vote themselves gen- 
erous gifts from the public treasury. From 
that moment on, the majority always votes 
for the candidates who promise the most 
benefits from the public treasury, with the 
result that every democracy will finally 
collapse due to loose fiscal policy.” That is 
precisely what is happening in the United 
States today, right before our very eyes. 
And that is exactly what our Founding 
Fathers, who understood the nature of de- 
mocracies and gave us a Republic, wanted 
to avoid. Is it logical and ethical to direct 


Politics of envy: Protesters begin their march through downtown Cincinnati during the Occupy 
Cincinnati protest in October 2011. The Occupy Wall Street movement started in New York City in 
September 2011, spread to other parts of the country, and promoted such Marxist ideas as class 
warfare, heavily progressive taxation, and wealth redistribution. 
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hostility toward those who are not at fault, 
because the rest of us do not want to admit 
that we are to blame? 

Lawmakers pushing for more taxes on 
the rich have had the gall to claim the moral 
high ground, pressing the tired old claim 
that individuals with higher incomes can 
afford higher tax rates on their incomes. 
The opposing principle, that all individu- 
als should be treated equally under the law, 
has not been put forward, not by the politi- 
cal class, not by the national liberal media, 
and not even by the victims, the wealthier 
taxpayers, who have been virtually silent 
as their financial shearing approaches. 

No one has challenged the flawed defini- 
tion of fairness that is implied in the fiscal 
cliff legislation, namely, that it is fair that 
people with higher incomes have fewer 
rights and, therefore, should be compelled 
to pay relatively more of their incomes in 
taxes because they have a greater ability 
to pay. The American people usually do 
not oppose measures that they perceive as 
fair. As a general rule, in an argument over 
public policy, whoever controls the defini- 
tion of what is fair will win the day. Unfor- 
tunately, the “‘ability to pay” principle has 
controlled the definition of what is fair in 
the debate over the tax code. 

Most Americans accept the idea that, 
if two men commit the same crime, then 
they should receive the same punishment. 
Equal treatment under the law for criminal 
offenses is considered just. If a congress- 
man were to propose that, for the same 
offense, Hispanics should be given longer 
jail terms, or that Catholics should never be 
subjected to capital punishment, he would 
be shouted down. But when the subject 
changes from criminal law to tax law, the 
concept of equal treatment under the law 
suddenly goes out the window, or at least 
halfway out the window. There would be 
no support for taxing some groups differ- 
ently — for example, higher tax rates for 
certain ethnic groups or religious groups. 
Such unequal treatment is still viewed as 
wrong. But equal treatment under the law 
does go out the window when one group is 
brought into the discussion: the rich. 

Why is there such a silent yielding to this 
one exception? Is it because the “ability to 
pay” proponents have come across some 
brilliant new argument that crushes all op- 
position? No, they have not. Their position 
is based on the outmoded and discredited 
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Marxist class warfare rhetoric that goes 
back to 1848. Karl Marx and Friedrich En- 
gels were so eager to destroy the successful 
upper-class and middle-class “bourgeoisie” 
that they advocated “a heavy graduated 
or progressive income tax” as a plank of 
the socialist platform in their Communist 
Manifesto. The notion that the wealth and 
income of the rich could be forcibly redis- 
tributed in the form of government benefits 
and handouts to lower-income people ap- 
pealed to the worst elements of society 
back then, and that is just as true today, 
because human nature has not changed 
in the meantime. Socialist and populist 
politicians constantly employ the politics 
of envy. The more able, enterprising, and 
successful citizens have been repeatedly set 
up for punitive taxation. The motive behind 
such taxation arises from jealousy toward 
people who possess the talent for making 
money that the envious lack, combined 
with rejection of the 10th Commandment, 
“Thou shalt not covet...” 

Over the years, many decent Americans 
have either forgotten or become careless 
about consistently applying the principle 
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of equal treatment under all laws, not just 
criminal laws. More Americans can recite 
the Marxist line, “From each according to 
his ability, to each according to his needs,” 
than can remember these words by John 
Adams, one of our Founding Fathers: “It 
must be remembered, that the rich are 
people as well as the poor; that they have 
rights as well as others; that they have as 
clear and as sacred a right to their large 


property as others have to theirs which is 
smaller; that oppression to them is as pos- 
sible and as wicked as to others.” 

The important question is whether 
enough Americans have the clear-headed 
courage to face down the socialists and 
populists, to regain control of the defi- 
nition of “fairness,” and to reinstate its 
crucial moral principle: Equal treatment 
under every law in America. 
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A Matter of Life or Death 


The 40th Anniversary of Roe v. Wade is now history, and it 
was marked with mass marches and media silence. What 


has changed in 40 years? 


by Warren Mass 


s the nation witnessed an estimated 

600,000 people participate in the 

annual March for Life in Washing- 
ton, D.C., on January 25, three days after 
the 40th anniversary of Roe v. Wade, the 
battle lines remain drawn as pro-life activ- 
ists seek to roll back the effects of the infa- 
mous Supreme Court decision. 

Despite the large number of marchers, 
the major media, as usual, largely ignored 
the event. Only the EWTN religious pro- 
gramming network provided full, on-the- 
ground coverage. 

USA Today reported that Pope Benedict 
XVI sent an encouraging message to the 
marchers by way of his personal Twit- 
ter account, @pontifex: “I join all those 
marching for life from afar, and pray that 
political leaders will protect the unborn 
and promote a culture of life.” 
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Speakers at this year’s rally included Sen. 
Rand Paul (R-Ky.), former Sen. Rick San- 
torum (R-Pa.), Rep. Diane Black (R-Tenn.), 
Rep. Chris Smith (R-N.J.), and Sean Pat- 
rick O’ Malley, Archbishop of Boston. 

“Can a nation long endure that does not 
respect the sanctity of life?” asked Senator 
Paul. “Can a nation conceived in liberty 
carry its head high if it denies protection 
to the youngest and most vulnerable of its 
citizens?” 

Rep. Smith’s remarks, addressed to 
President Obama, drew applause from the 
crowd: “Forty years ago this past Tuesday 
marks the Supreme Court’s infamous, reck- 
less and inhumane abandonment of women 
and babies to the abortionists.... Know this, 
Mr. President — we will never quit.” 

“The march was overwhelmingly 
young,” Patrick Novecosky, editor-in- 
chief of Legatus magazine, told THE NEw 
AMERICAN. “In fact, I would say that three- 


quarters of the people I saw were under 
25. There were groups of them singing 
hymns, talking about the issue of abor- 
tion — and they were joyfully optimistic. 
Despite the snow and 20-degree weather, 
I didn’t hear one complaint.” 

The March for Life in Washington, 
D.C., was one of several such events 
held throughout the country to mark the 
Roe v. Wade anniversary. For example, on 
January 26, the Walk for Life West Coast 
drew more than 50,000 participants in 
San Francisco, who marched in a pro- 
cession from Civic Center Plaza to Justin 
Herman Plaza. 

One of the principal speakers in San 
Francisco was Summer of ’42 actress 
Jennifer O’ Neill, who is the internation- 
al spokesperson for the Silent No More 
Awareness Campaign. ABC7 News in San 
Francisco reported that O’ Neill spoke to 
the crowd about her regrets at having an 
abortion, saying: “Abortion hurts women 
and families and society and it needs to 
become unthinkable.” 

The march had a large contingent of 
ranking Catholic clergy, as Archbishop 
Carlo Maria Vigano, the papal nuncio to 
the United States, attended, joining 14 
bishops led by San Francisco’s new Arch- 
bishop Salvatore Cordileone. 

Another featured speaker in San Fran- 
cisco was Reverend Clenard Childress, 
the founder and director of BlackGeno- 
cide.org, a website designed to reach 
the African-American community with 
the truth about abortion. Kathleen Naab 
of Zenit News Agency interviewed Rev. 
Childress three days before the march 
and asked him to explain his assertion 
that abortion is particularly destructive 
to the black community. He replied: “Af- 
rican Americans make up 12.4 percent of 
the population but 37 percent of all abor- 
tions; 52 percent of all African American 
pregnancies end in abortion; 1,786 Afri- 
can American babies are killed each day 
by the abortion industry.” 

Childress told those gathered for this 
year’s West Coast event: “We are united 
together as one until the job is done,” as 
the crowd cheered loudly. “We are getting 
ready to take it up to another level, alleluia.” 

On his website, the black pastor makes 
a point of exposing a little-known fact 
about Planned Parenthood founder Mar- 
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garet Sanger — about whom we will 
write more. Said Childress: 


The leading abortion provider in the 
U.S. is Planned Parenthood. Its origi- 
nal founder, Margaret Sanger, was a 
devout racist. Her strategy was to use 
“colored ministers” to be the face 
of her eugenic plot against people 
of color. Barack Obama has been a 
staunch supporter of Planned Par- 
enthood and its genocide of African 
Americans. Barack Obama’s voting 
record against the unborn earned 
him a rating of 100% from Planned 
Parenthood. President Obama even 
voted against the Born Alive Victims 
Act, which was legislation that would 
protect children that would survive a 
late term abortion, that were being 
murdered. 


The nation remains as polarized over the 
issue of the legality of abortion as ever. 
As might be expected, polls gauging pub- 
lic opinion on the issue of abortion vary 
greatly, since results can easily be skewed 
because of the way the questions are 
framed or by pre-selecting the demograph- 
ics of those polled to produce the pollster’s 
desired results. 

A recent Pew Center poll finding that 
63 percent of U.S. adults are opposed to 
overturning Roe, compared to 60 percent 
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in 1992, was seized upon by those favor- 
ing legal abortion as an indicator that the 
wind is blowing their way. 

“There’s a large share of Americans for 
whom this is not a black-and-white issue,” 
Michael Dimock, the Pew Center’s direc- 
tor, was quoted as saying in a January 19 
AP story. “The circumstances matter to 
them,” he continued. 

The AP writer noted that many people 
polled are so confused about their stance 
on the issue of abortion (the confusion 
likely being fostered by the vague and 
confusing ways in which poll questions 
are written) that “a 2011 survey of 3,000 
adults by the Public Religion Research 
Institute found many who classified them- 
selves as both ‘pro-life’ and ‘pro-choice.’ ” 

Not only can polls be confusing, but 
poll statistics can even be falsified. In an 
interview published by Whistleblower 
magazine on January 2, 2003, Dr. Ber- 
nard Nathanson, the well-known former 
abortionist and co-founder of NARAL 
(The National Abortion and Reproductive 
Rights Action League) who later became 
an active pro-life leader, admitted that 
he and his colleagues in the pro-abortion 
movement falsified polling numbers: 


“We persuaded the media that the 
cause of permissive abortion was a 
liberal, enlightened, sophisticated 
one. Knowing that if a true poll were 
taken, we would be soundly defeat- 
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ed, we simply fabricated the results 
of fictional polls,” he confesses. ““We 
announced to the media that we had 
taken polls and that 60 percent of 
Americans were in favor of permis- 
sive abortion.” 


Dr. Nathanson also acknowledged that the 
abortion movement falsified figures about 
the number of deaths each year caused by 
illegal “back alley” abortions, in order to 
gain sympathy for legalization. 

Nevertheless, there is reason for opti- 
mism in the pro-life camp. Jeanne Mona- 
han, director of the annual March for Life 
event, told the Washington Post that pro-life 
leaders are reaching a younger generation 
of Americans, many of whom are more pro- 
life than their parents. ““We’re winning with 
young people and we’re winning with the 
American public,’ Monahan told the Post, 
noting that a recent Gallup poll shows that 
arecord-low 41 percent of Americans iden- 
tify themselves as “pro-choice.” 


In all of American history, when one 
searches for a political and moral conflict 
as protracted and divisive as the battle be- 
tween those who believe that abortion is 
the destruction of a human life, and those 
who believe that it is any woman’s pre- 
rogative to obtain an abortion at will, the 
only comparable issue to be found is the 
lengthy dispute over slavery. 
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The major media still ignored them: An estimated 600,000 people participated in the annual March for Life in Washington on Friday, January 25, 
three days after the 40th anniversary of Roe v. Wade. Even as the media ignored this huge turnout, they gave ample coverage to a tiny anti-gun rally. 
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Partners in protection: Pro-life activists march past the U.S. Supreme Court in Washington on 
January 25, as they attempt to build support to overturn the Roe v. Wade decision. 


Much of the argument concerning the 
morality of abortion is based on the human- 
ity of the unborn child. A similar division 
existed between those defending and attack- 
ing the institution of slavery, which could 
only be justified by denying the humanity 
of the black slaves. Abraham Lincoln made 
this very point in a speech he delivered at 
Peoria, Illinois, on October 16, 1854: 


Or perhaps I should rather say that 
whether it has just application de- 
pends upon whether a negro is not or 
is a man. If he is not a man, why in 
that case, he who is a man may, as a 
matter of self-government, do just as 
he pleases with him. But if the negro 
is aman, is it not to that extent, a total 
destruction of self-government, to 
say that he too shall not govern him- 
self? ... If the negro is a man, why 
then my ancient faith teaches me that 
“all men are created equal”; and that 
there can be no more moral right in 
connection with one man’s making a 
slave of another. 


The dehumanization of a segment of so- 
ciety is always a hallmark of tyranny and 
subsequent atrocities. Slavery was justi- 
fied on the grounds that the African (or 
Negro) slave was property, not a human 
being. Without similar dehumanization 
of the pre-born child, abortion would be 
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unthinkable. At its worst, dehumanization 
can lead to widespread slaughter, like the 
Nazi Holocaust. 

Joseph Goebbels, Hitler’s reich minis- 
ter of culture, created a slogan worthy of 
NARAL/’s propagandists when he stated: 
“Certainly the Jew is also a man, but the 
flea is also an animal.” 

That Hitler was pro-abortion is a matter 
of historical record. In 1942, the Fiihrer 
declared: “In view of the large families of 
the Slav native population, it could only 
suit us if girls and women there had as 
many abortions as possible.” 

The connection between Nazi anti- 
Semitism, the Holocaust, and the move- 
ment to legalize abortion are more than 
theoretical case studies, however. There 
is a definite connection between what was 
happening in Nazi Germany and the early 
“eugenics” movement in the United States 
and elsewhere. 

As noted earlier, Planned Parenthood 
— the largest provider of abortions in 
the United States at an estimated 
300,000 each year — was found- 
ed by Margaret Sanger, whose 
early history is often overlooked 
or deliberately covered up. 

Sanger opened the nation’s first 
birth control clinic in Brook- 
lyn, New York, in 1916, which 
in 1938 evolved into what was 
originally known as the Ameri- 
can Birth Control League, but 


became part of a new organization called 
the Planned Parenthood Federation of 
America in 1942. 

In the April 1932 issue of her organiza- 
tion’s Birth Control Review, Sanger pro- 
posed “to give certain dysgenic groups in 
our population their choice of segregation 
or sterilization.” 

In his 1994 book published by Oxford 
University Press, The Nazi Connection: 
Eugenics, American Racism, and Ger- 
man National Socialism, Stefan Kiihl, a 
professor of sociology at the University of 
Bielefeld, Germany, wrote: 


In 1934 one of Hitler’s staff mem- 
bers wrote to Leon Whitney of the 
American Eugenics Society [of 
which Margaret Sanger was an 
original founder] and asked in the 
name of the Fuhrer for a copy of 
Whitney’s recently published book, 
The Case for Sterilization. Whitney 
complied immediately, and shortly 
thereafter received a personal let- 
ter of thanks from Adolf Hitler. In 
his unpublished autobiography, 
Whitney reported a conversation he 
had with Madison Grant about the 
letter from the Fuhrer. Because he 
thought Grant might be interested in 
Hitler’s letter he showed it to him 
during their next meeting. Grant 
only smiled, reached for a folder on 
his desk, and gave Whitney a letter 
from Hitler to read. In this, Hitler 
thanked Grant for writing The Pass- 
ing of the Great Race and said that 
“the book was his Bible.” Whitney 
concluded that, following Hitler’s 
actions, one could believe it. (un- 
published autobiography of Leon F. 
Whitney, written in 1971, Whitney 
Papers, APS, 204-5) 


What American eugenicists and Ger- 
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President Barack Obama hugs Cecile Richards, president of the Planned Parenthood Federation 


of America, after she introduced him at a 2012 campaign event. 


man Nazis had in common was the the- 
ory of racial superiority and a desire to 
eliminate the reproduction of what they 
considered to be “inferior” races. In his 
article “After 96 Years, Abortion Giant 
Planned Parenthood Still Targeting Mi- 
norities,” published online by THE NEw 
AMERICAN last October 18, writer Dave 
Bohon cited Jim Sedlak of the American 
Life League: 


Sedlak recalled that when Sanger 
opened Planned Parenthood’s first 
“birth control” clinic in New York 
City on October 16, 1916, she pro- 
moted uninhibited sexual activity, 
worked to trim back large families, 
and promoted aggressive birth con- 
trol and sterilization of those within 
society’s “dysgenic groups” — which 
included certain racial and ethnic mi- 
norities. Sedlak said that “for 96 years, 
Planned Parenthood has been actively 
spreading these philosophies.” 

While the abortion giant no lon- 
ger makes public the demographic 
makeup of its abortion clients, in the 
1990s “it revealed that 43 percent of 
its abortions were on blacks and other 
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minorities — who only made up 22 
percent of the population.” 


As we noted previously, Pastor Clenard 
Howard Childress, Jr., founder of the pro- 
life website BlackGenocide.org, has done 
much to expose the racist and genocidal 
agenda of Margaret Sanger.* 


The 40th anniversary of Roe v. Wade natu- 
rally will cause those involved in making 
history to ask: “How goes the battle?” 
Those on the life side of the struggle re- 
ceived what was likely an unintended boost 
from Time magazine, whose cover on the 
January 14 issue was headlined: “40 Years 
Ago, Abortion Rights Activists Won an Epic 
Victory with Roe v. Wade, They’ve Been 
Losing Ever Since.” In a cover story, “What 
Choice?” Kate Pickert lamented: 


In the past two decades, laws like 
the ones that govern appointments 
at Red River [Women’s Clinic, in 
Fargo, N.D.] have been passed with 
regularity as pro-life state legisla- 
tors have redrawn the boundaries of 
legal abortion in the U.S. 
In 2011, 92 abortion-reg- 
ulating provisions — a 
record number — passed 
in 24 states after Repub- 
licans gained new and 
larger majorities in 2010 


in many legislatures across the coun- 
try. These laws make it harder every 
year to exercise a right heralded as 
a crowning achievement of the 20th 
century women’s movement. 


Gary Bauer, the president of American 
Values and Chairman of Campaign for 
Working Families, stated, “An important 
reason why ‘pro-life’ is winning is the 
mounting evidence revealing the human- 
ity of the unborn child. Taken together, de- 
velopments in science belie the pro-choice 
assertion that an unborn child is nothing 
more than a clump of cells.” 


The annual marches for life in Washing- 
ton and in other cities across the nation 
provide a visible banner around which all 
in the movement can rally. As such, they 
provide invaluable moral support to the 
many laborers in the vineyard. As years- 
long veterans of the respect-life cause, this 
writer and his wife know many of these 
dedicated souls and have worked along- 
side them. Still, as we measure our prog- 
ress over these past four decades, we won- 
der if we might have accomplished more 
had our strategy been more effective. 

As noted previously, the increasing 
number of pro-life victories at the state 
level is a cause of optimism and hope. As 
with other moral- and social-based issues, 
however — same-sex marriage, prayer in 
school, contraception mandates, etc. — 
federal courts often undo what was done 
at the local level. It is as if pro-life activ- 
ists are athletes engaged in a competition 
in which all of the game officials are in 
the pocket of the opposing team. As hard 
as they may try, until the corrupt officials 
are removed, victory will be elusive. 

Many in the pro-life movement believe 
the answer is to always support Republi- 
can candidates for president, in hopes that 
the president will appoint only pro-life 
judges to the Supreme Court and other 
federal courts. History works against 
such a strategy, however, as five of the 
nine justices who voted in favor of Roe 
v. Wade were appointed by Republican 
presidents, including Harry Blackmun, 
who wrote the majority opinion, and 


* To read more, go to: http://BlackGenocide.org/ 
planned.html 
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Chief Justice Warren Burger, who joined 
Blackmun’s lead on Roe, who were ap- 
pointed by Richard Nixon. 

In “Congress Has the Power to Over- 
turn Roe v. Wade,’ TNA author Kurt Hyde 
compares three methods that might be 
used to overturn Roe v. Wade: 


¢ A constitutional amendment — 
That requires a two-thirds majority 
vote in each House of Congress fol- 
lowed by ratification by three-fourths 
of the states. 

¢ Getting the U.S. Supreme Court 
to reverse its previous decision — 
This is by far the hardest method of 
overturning Roe v. Wade, since judg- 
es are typically reluctant to reverse 
their own decisions or the decisions 
of their predecessors. Some have 
suggested appointing at least five sol- 
idly pro-life justices who 
would be willing to vote 
to overturn Roe v. Wade. 
This has already shown 
itself to be unworkable. 

e Passing a law based 
on Article III, Section 2 of 
the Constitution to limit 
the jurisdiction of the U.S. 
Supreme Court — This 
requires a simple majority 
of both Houses of Con- 
gress and the president’s 
signature. If the president 
vetoes the bill, the veto 
can be overridden by two 
thirds of each House. 


As Hyde points out, the third 
option is clearly the least 
difficult to achieve, and the 
Republican-controlled Con- 
gress missed an opportunity 
to accomplish this objective 
when it failed to pass H.R. 
776, the Sanctity of Life Act 
of 2005, introduced by for- 
mer Rep. Ron Paul of Texas 
on February 10, 2005. With 
a pro-life-endorsed Repub- 
lican president, George W. 
Bush, in the White House 
at the time, the passage and 
signing of H.R. 776 should 
have been a slam dunk. 

But did the national pro- 
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life organizations mobilize their members 
to pressure their representatives to sup- 
port H.R. 776? Not a one, in this writer’s 
memory, even mentioned, much less threw 
their support behind, Paul’s bill. 

We concluded our article “Ron Paul’s 
Approach to Reversing Roe v. Wade,” pub- 
lished online by THE NEW AMERICAN on 
January 23, 2009, the day after that year’s 
March for Life, with the following message: 


Following the March for Life, 
marchers were encouraged to visit 
their congressional representatives 
to lobby for the right to life. As to 
how many of these marchers knew 
about H.R. 539 [Rep. Paul’s follow- 
up version of H.R. 776 in the 111th 
Congress], or encouraged their rep- 
resentative to cosponsor it, we have 
no way of knowing. But we suspect 
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Norma McCorvey, the “Jane Roe” in the Roe v. Wade decision, who now 
opposes legalized abortion, addressed the media and a large group of pro- 
life supporters in Dallas in 2003. 


most missed the boat on what may be 
the only way to reverse the scourge of 
Roe v. Wade in most of our lifetimes. 


As we searched for legislation compa- 
rable to former Rep. Paul’s in the current 
Congress, we found none. However, an 
excellent bill, H.R. 23, The Sanctity of 
Human Life Act, introduced by Rep. Paul 
Broun (R-Ga.) (who, like Ron Paul, is a 
physician), provides, in part: “The life of 
each human being begins with fertiliza- 
tion ... at which time every human being 
shall have all the legal and constitutional 
attributes and privileges of personhood; 
and (2) the Congress affirms that the 
Congress, each State, the District of Co- 
lumbia, and all United States territories 
have the authority to protect the lives of 
all human beings residing in its respective 
jurisdictions.” 

Wouldn’t those in the pro- 
life movement shout hal- 
lelujahs were this bill to be 
enacted, signed, and upheld! 
(Perhaps under another ad- 
ministration.) However, there 
is the distinct possibility that 
the Supreme Court or another 
federal court would strike it 
down, as they have so many 
other conscience-based laws 
passed in recent years. 

That is why it is important 
that pro-life people and people 
of faith working for other so- 
cial-justice issues turn up the 
heat on Congress to remove 
the jurisdiction of the federal 
courts to rule on such matters. 

In the meantime, we can 
be grateful for all those who 
are working ceaselessly to 
protect the right to life for the 
weakest and most defense- 
less among us. They do much 
more than march in Washing- 
ton once a year — they spend 
countless hours volunteering 
at crisis pregnancy centers; 
donating baby food, formula, 
and clothes for mothers and 
babies; and digging deep into 
their pockets to give generous 
monetary donations to help 
pregnant women in crisis, as 
well. 


27 


= 
ELECTRIC By 


INDUSTRIAL CONTRACTORS 
P.O. BOX 211 
SPARTANBURG, SC 29301 
(864) 585-6286 


The John Birch Society 


Appleton, WI 54912-8040 © (920) 749-3780 e JBS.og 


“Less government, more responsibility, and — with God’s help — a better world.” 


BOOK REVIEW 


FRANKLIN ROOSEVELT'S SUBVERSION FROM WITH 


\ 


Authors M. Stanton Evans and Herbert Romerstein buck popular thinking, showing that 
not only were communist agents in FDR’s administration, they actively worked for Russia. 


M. STANTON EVANS, ano 
HERBERT ROMERSTEIN 


by Christian Gomez 


Stalin’s Secret Agents: The Subver- 
sion of Roosevelt’s Government, by M. 
Stanton Evans and Herbert Romerstein, 
New York: Threshold Editions, 2012, 304 
pages, hardcover. 


66 C ommunists and fellow travel- 
ers on official rosters in case 
after case were agents of 

the Soviet Union, plighting their troth to 

Moscow and striving to promote the cause 

of the dictator Stalin,’ write M. Stanton 

Evans and Herbert Romerstein in their 

new book, Stalin’s Secret Agents: The 

Subversion of Roosevelt’s Government. 

They make the case that while the United 

States was allied with Josef Stalin’s Soviet 

Union against Nazi Germany and Fascist 

Italy in World War II, the government of 

President Franklin Delano Roosevelt was 
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heavily infiltrated by members of the 
Communist Party USA and other pro-Red 
operatives. These communists and Soviet 
agents were, according to the authors, 
working to sabotage U.S. policy in favor 
of the interests of Moscow. 

“This is of course contrary to the notion 
that American Reds were simply idealis- 
tic do-gooders, perhaps a bit misguided 
but devoted to peace and social justice, 
and thus shouldn’t have been ousted 
from government jobs just because of 
their opinions,” Evans and Romerstein 
acknowledge. Yet, they maintain: “In 
countless instances, we know that domes- 
tic Communists in official posts were ac- 
tively working on behalf of Russia, and 
thus were the minions of a hostile foreign 
power.” Evans and Romerstein provide 
ample documentation to make their case. 

Among the resources Evans and Romer- 
stein drew from are the declassified Venona 
decrypts. These decrypts were originally 
compiled by the U.S. Army Signal Corps, 
which monitored the secret communiqués 
between the Soviet Union and their spies 
in America in the 1940s. These files were 
declassified by the U.S. government in 
1995, and have since provided additional 
evidence to the claims made by Sen. Joseph 
McCarthy and other anti-communists in the 
1950s of individuals suspected of having 
been in the Communist Party and working 
for Moscow. 

The authors also draw from once-con- 
fidential documents of the FBI, which 
tracked and recorded the activities of com- 
munists and Soviet agents as early as the 
1930s, and the personal papers of FDR Sec- 
retary of State Edward Stettinius. Further 
documented materials were also accessed 
from declassified Soviet and other Eastern- 
bloc archives, as well as the recently dis- 
closed Vassiliev papers. 

Named after former KGB intelligence 
operative Alexander Vassiliev, who de- 
fected to the United Kingdom in 1996, 
the Vassiliev papers are a collection of 
eight notebooks and loose pages kept by 


Vassiliev while researching in the KGB 
archives. His research was originally con- 
ducted as part of an SVR (Russian exter- 
nal intelligence service, successor to the 
KGB) book project on Soviet espionage 
in America. When Vassiliev defected to 
the U.K., he took his papers with him and 
donated the original copies to the Library 
of Congress, where they currently reside. 

Using these and other sources, Evans and 
Romerstein leave no doubt that the amount 
of communist and pro-Soviet penetration 
of the U.S. government during World War 
II and the early years of the Cold War was 
extensive. Communist penetration, as they 
outline in their book, extended into the De- 
partments of Agriculture, Commerce, Inte- 
rior, State, Treasury, and War, as well as the 
OSS (Office of Strategic Services, precur- 
sor to the CIA), the Foreign Economic Ad- 
ministration (FEA), the Farm Security Ad- 
ministration (FSA), and the White House. 

This is a history that has commonly been 
overlooked or minimized in its importance 
by prevailing academics and scholars, who 
continue to dismiss the idea that there was 
any such communist penetration of the gov- 
ernment or, if they acknowledge it at all, 
claim it was minuscule at most. 


Horrible Hopkins 
Using all of the aforementioned sources, 
Evans and Romerstein are able to provide 
a refreshingly honest account of the com- 
munist subversion in Roosevelt’s gov- 
ernment. Among the various communist 
and other pro-Red apparatchiks in the 
FDR government was Harry Hopkins, 
who served as the secretary of commerce 
under Roosevelt. Hopkins was also FDR’s 
closest advisor and a major architect of 
the New Deal. During the war, he was 
Roosevelt’s key advisor on U.S. relations 
with the Soviet Union and was at FDR’s 
side at the Yalta wartime summit between 
Churchill, Roosevelt, and Stalin in 1945. 
During the Yalta summit, a deadlock oc- 
curred over the issue of “reparations,” or 
monetary repayment for the war damages 
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inflicted on the Allied powers, particularly 
to the Soviet Union. At this point Hopkins 
passed a handwritten note to Roosevelt that 
read: “Mr. President, the Russians have 
given in so much at this conference I don’t 
think we should let them down. Let the 
British disagree if they want — and con- 
tinue their disagreement at Moscow.” 

Ironically, it was not Stalin who had made 
concessions at Yalta. In fact, even FDR 
loyalists applaud Roosevelt for agreeing 
to give the Soviet Union three votes in the 
still-to-be-created UN General Assembly 
as a supposed diplomatic victory for “win- 
ning” Stalin’s support for creating the UN. 
After gaining Stalin’s promise to declare 
war on Japan, “FDR agreed to a vast array 
of benefits for Moscow.” These included 
“sanctioning Soviet control of Outer Mon- 
golia, ceding to Russia the southern part of 
Sakhalin Island north of Japan and the Ku- 
rile chain that stretches between Japan and 
Russia, plus de facto control of seaports and 
railways in Manchuria, the main industrial 
zone and richest part of China,” Evans and 
Romerstein write. 

As Evans and Romerstein note, Hop- 
kins was complicit in the communization 
of Poland and Eastern Europe. Though at 
the outset of WWII the Soviets were part- 
nered with the Nazis in the invasion of Po- 
land, Stalin insisted to western Allies that 
he be allowed to keep the territories seized 
by the Red Army and allowed to liquidate 
elements in Poland, as reparations. To 
these proposals, Hopkins sided with Stalin. 
When anti-communist Polish-Americans 


attempted to protest what they saw as the 
communization of their native homeland, 
Hopkins and his staff hindered their efforts. 
The authors provide further details about 
this betrayal in their book. 

Furthermore, in the spring of 1945, 
following Roosevelt’s death, Hopkins re- 
mained in the White House and was sent 
to Moscow by newly sworn-in President 
Harry Truman in order to “reassure” Stalin 
and the Soviets of the United States’ non- 
belligerence toward Moscow and its post- 
war Soviet interests. At the Hopkins-Stalin 
meeting, when Stalin aggressively stated 
that the British did not want a “Poland 
friendly to the Soviet Union,” Hopkins re- 
sponded, as he did at Yalta, that the U.S. 
position was different from Britain’s. Hop- 
kins said, “The United States would desire 
a Poland friendly to the Soviet Union, and 
in fact desired to see friendly countries all 
along the Soviet borders.” Stalin replied, 
“if this be so we can easily come to terms 
regarding Poland,” which would in fact 
turn out to be the case as the USSR estab- 
lished a puppet communist regime there 
under the de-facto control of the Soviet 
Union without a shot being fired. Evans 
and Romerstein do not provide a detailed 
account as to how Hopkins influenced 
Truman’s policies in regard to the Rus- 
sians, but claimed that it was Hopkins’ 
pro-Soviet sympathies that led Truman to 
abandon Poland to the mercy of Stalin. 

Also noted by Evans and Romerstein 
is a Venona entry concerning a Roosevelt- 
Churchill meeting from May 1943, in which 
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British Prime Minister Winston Churchill, 
U.S. President Franklin D. Roosevelt, and 
Soviet Premier Josef Stalin at Yalta in 1945 


a Soviet informant, identified as “No. 19,” 
told the Russians via a KGB (then NK VD) 
report of what the two leaders discussed. 
The message suggests that “No. 19” was in 
the room at the time of the conference, and 
since Hopkins was the go-between person 
for Roosevelt and foreign leaders, such as 
Churchill, it is plausible to believe that No. 
19 was in fact Hopkins. 

The authors further note that KGB de- 
fector Oleg Gordievsky identified Hopkins 
as a Soviet intelligence agent, and veteran 
KGB operative Iskhak Akhmerov claimed 
that Hopkins was “the most important of all 
Soviet wartime agents in the United States.” 
Evans and Romerstein also reveal how 
“Hopkins was instrumental in blocking 
U.S. and British aid to Polish fighters who 
at the instigation of the Russians had risen 
up against the Nazis occupying Warsaw.” 
The Soviets encouraged the Poles to rise up 
against the Nazis only to let both the Poles 
and Nazis slaughter each other without any 
Allied intervention. The authors suggest 
that the Soviet Union was anxious to see 
both sides finish each other off, in order 
to secure an eventual Soviet victory over 
both the Nazis and Poland, with as few Red 
Army casualties as possible. Stalin’s Secret 
Agents provides further detail of Hopkins’ 
subterfuge and other subversive activities 
within the Roosevelt administration, as well 
as his ties with other pro-communist agents 
of influence around the president. 


There are a couple flaws with the book. 
The authors presume that Soviet or Rus- 
sian spying and subversion no longer take 
place. The authors fail to explain how this 
penetration ended, if it ever did. The reader 
must suppose that those spies and subver- 
sives merely faded out of history. The au- 
thors also promote the mainstream view- 
point that the collapse of the Soviet Union 
put an end to the threat of communism from 
Moscow, which is contrary to the Anatoly 
Golitsyn theory — and conflicts with ever- 
emerging evidence — that the collapse of 
communism and subsequent fall of the So- 
viet empire was a staged KGB deception. 
Furthermore, the book itself, as a whole, 
is written for someone who has forehand 
knowledge of the accusations of communist 
and Soviet espionage during World War II, 
and who is familiar with many of the names 
of individuals mentioned. 
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Teen Saves Rape Victim 


A 14-year-old boy named James Persyn 
III was babysitting his siblings one night 
when he was called upon to help a young 
woman who was in grave danger. 

James was watching his 11-year-old 
sister, Acelin, and two-year-old brother, 
Angus, at their home in Shepherd, Michi- 
gan, while his father ran an errand when he 
heard a frantic knocking on his door. It was 
a disheveled and distressed young woman. 

“Her voice was, like, she was going 
to die if I didn’t open that door,’ James 
recalled to the Detroit Free Press. James 
looked at his sister and immediately de- 
cided to let the woman into his home. 

According to the Detroit Free Press, 
the woman is a senior at Central Michi- 
gan University, located several miles 
away from the Persyn home. At approxi- 
mately 9:30 p.m. on January 16, she was 
approached by a man with a gun, who 
entered her SUV, took her to his moth- 
er’s home just off campus, and raped her. 
The man was Eric Ramsey, a 30-year-old 
ex-convict who had been released from 
a five-year prison sentence in July 2012 
after being charged with intent to cause 
bodily harm and assault with a danger- 
ous weapon. 

After the woman was raped, Ramsey 
took her back into the vehicle and began 
to drive her somewhere. When he told her 
that he was going to kill her, the victim 
leaped from the moving vehicle. She ran 
until she saw the Persyn home from a dis- 
tance with its porch light on. She then ran 
to it, knocked on the door, and begged to 
be let inside. 

The victim was quite a sight. She was 
holding one of her arms, which had been 
broken in the leap from the moving vehi- 
cle, was covered in bruises, and had clear 
packing tape wrapped around her body. 

James explains, “She’s like, ‘We gotta 
hide! There’s someone out there who just 
kidnapped me and he’s trying to kill me’.” 

Upon hearing this, James’ little sister 
looked out the window just in time to see a 
vehicle slowly creeping up their driveway. 

The Detroit Free Press reported, “James 
locked the front door and ran to the side 
door to lock it, too. He herded everyone 
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into the bathroom to hide. The injured 
woman got in the bathtub and cowered. 
[James’ siblings] joined her.” 

At that moment, James went into his 
bedroom and grabbed the only weapon he 
had, a hunting knife. He then grabbed his 
family dog, a Labrador retriever, brought 
him into the bathroom, and closed the 
door, but there was no lock. James turned 
the lights off in the hopes that if the man 
did manage to get into his home, he would 
walk past the bathroom door assuming no 
one was in there. 

From the bathroom, the children and 
the victim could hear Ramsey pounding 
on the front door and demanding to be let 
in. “Let me in or Pll kill you,” he yelled. 
“You were just afraid for your life. You 
didn’t know if you were going to live or 
not,” James said. 

Meanwhile, the victim used her phone 
to call 911, and James called his father, 
who was at his fiancée’s place of work to 
pick her up. 

James told his father, “There’s a man 
outside the house and you need to get 
home as soon as possible.” 

The father rushed home immediately, 
instructing his fiancée to stay on the phone 
with James, but he was in such a rush that 
he forgot his jacket, which held his house 
keys. 

James noticed that the banging on the 
front door subsided, but was uncertain 
whether the man had left or managed to 
find his way into their home. 

Unbeknownst to James, Ramsey had 
poured gasoline on the outside of the Per- 
syn home, lit a match, and drove away. 

At that point, his father returned home. 

“T cut my lights off within a tenth of a 
mile, hoping to catch this person outside,” 
James’ father explained, but instead he 
found “the bottom of [his] house aglow.” 

ABC News reported that James’ father 
managed to put out the fire. 

“IT was yelling for my kids. I was yell- 
ing for the intruder,” he said. But the doors 
were locked, and he did not have his keys 
to get inside. He attempted to break a win- 
dow, uncertain whether the intruder was in 
the house. 

That is also when the police arrived. 


They mistook the father for the criminal, 
but the kids, having seen the police lights 
from the bathroom window, opened the 
door, and identified the father to the police. 

“My daughter was quite hysterical,” re- 
marked the father. “My son, you could tell 
he was upset and scared but he handled it 
very well.” 

The victim, who was clearly injured, 
was surprisingly calm. 

“T don’t know if she was still in shock or 
relieved that she was safe,” the children’s 
father stated. 

The police then began a manhunt for 
Ramsey, but when they found him at 
around 2:50 a.m., it was Ramsey who was 
the aggressor. Using the victim’s SUV as 
a battering ram, Ramsey slammed into a 
police vehicle three times, disabling it. 
He then drove off, and police followed 
the vehicle’s tracks into the middle of 
an elk ranch where they found it stuck 
in the snow. Ramsey walked to a nearby 
sanitation company and stole a one-ton 
flatbed truck, drove off, and hit another 
police patrol car before speeding away. 
He drove to a nearby county, where he 
hit a patrol car head on, pinning a Craw- 
ford County deputy. He backed up as if he 
were going to ram the car again, but the 
deputy managed to escape and fire shots, 
killing Ramsey. 

Apparently, that was Ramsey’s ultimate 
goal. Just before the incident occurred, 
he posted on Facebook, “Well folks, I’m 
about to get shot. Peace.” 

The police applauded James’ bravery in 
this frightening situation. 

“T’ve been in this community for 35 
years,” remarked Central Michigan Uni- 
versity Police Chief Bill Yeagley, “I don’t 
remember anything like this.” 

The police believe that if James did not 
let the victim into his home, she would 
have surely been killed. 

James’ classmates have been calling 
James a hero, but James’ father told the 
Detroit Free Press that he wants to keep 
his son “grounded.” 

“We never put the word ‘hero’ out 
there,” he said. “We just kept saying, 
“We’re proud of you.” 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Irena Sendler 


Humble Holocaust Heroine 


During World War II, Polish Catholic social worker Irena Sendler risked her life to save 
thousands of Jewish children from the Warsaw Ghetto. 


by Steven J. DuBord 


Te year is 1942. Approximately 
400,000 Jews have been forced by 
Nazi Germany to live under horrid 
conditions in a 1.3-square-mile area known 
as the Warsaw Ghetto. Starvation, disease, 


despair, and death run rampant, but even 
this is not enough to satisfy Hitler’s blood- 
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Irena Sendler is shown here in 1943, the year the Nazis arrested her for aiding the Polish underground movement known as Zegota, and in 2007, 
when she received the Order of the Smile, an award given to those who have shown exceptional care for children. 


lust. The Nazis begin deporting Jews from 
the ghetto to Treblinka, an extermination 
camp about 60 miles from Warsaw. 

Aware of the certain death awaiting 
those sent to Treblinka, Polish social 
worker Irena Sendler intensifies her efforts 
to help the Jews in the Ghetto, knowing 
that the only way to save the children is to 
get them out. She faces the heart-wrench- 
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ing task of convincing Jewish parents to 
part with their children and trust complete 
strangers to keep them safe. 


Like most families, the Wolmans did 
not want to give up their child. 

“Ts it better for Elka to suffer and 
starve behind these walls?” Irena 
asked. “And what will happen when 
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the soldiers come to send you to the 
camp at Treblinka?” 

“The Nazis say no harm will come 
to us there,” Mr. Wolman argued. 

“That’s a lie,” Irena told him. “The 
people who go there are killed.” 

Mrs. Wolman’s face was wet with 
tears. “If we give you our daughter, 
can you promise us she’ll live?” 

“No,” Irena said. “But if she stays 
here she will surely die.” 

“How will we get back together 
when the war is over?” Mr. Wolman 
asked. 

“Tl keep your child’s real name 
and new identity on a secret list so 
you can find her,” Irena promised the 
worried parents. 

Suddenly the door downstairs 
slammed open, and the sound of sol- 
diers’ boots pounding on the front 
steps echoed upstairs. 

“They’re coming!” Mrs. Wolman 
cried. “Take her!” 

The Wolmans quickly kissed Elka 
good-bye. The child cried out as 
Irena took Elka from her mother’s 
arms and hurried away through the 
hall and down the back stairway. 


This is how author Marcia Vaughan dra- 
matized one of Irena’s rescues in her book 
Trena’s Jars of Secrets. Irena carried little 
Elka to safety, and she kept her promise 
to record the true names and false identi- 
ties of the children she helped on slips of 
paper buried in jars under an apple tree in 
the backyard of her friend and co-worker 
Janina Grabowska. Sadly, very few of the 
parents survived to be reunited, yet some 
2,500 children lived through the war 
thanks to Irena and her network of mostly 
young women who risked everything to 
get Jewish children out of the ghetto and 
placed with Polish foster parents or hid- 
den among other Polish children in con- 
vents and orphanages. 


Conscientious Beginnings 

While Irena Sendler is the person most re- 
sponsible for saving those 2,500 children, 
it could be said that each one of those sur- 
vivors owes a debt of gratitude to Irena’s 
parents for correctly forming her con- 
science as a child. The website www. ire- 
nasendler.com is dedicated to telling Ire- 
na’s story based on in-person interviews 
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conducted with Irena before her death on 
May 12, 2008, and the site credits Irena’s 
parents for her moral upbringing, saying 
that she “was raised by her parents to re- 
spect and love people regardless of their 
ethnicity or social status.” 

Irena was born on February 15, 1910, in 
Warsaw, Poland, but grew up in the nearby 
town of Otwock. It was in Otwock that her 
father served as the only doctor willing to 
treat the poor, primarily Jewish towns- 
people for typhus. He himself contracted 
the disease in 1917, and as he was dying, 
he told seven-year-old Irena, “If you see 
someone drowning you must try to rescue 
them, even if you cannot swim.” She never 
forgot this and would later say in an in- 
terview recorded by the PBS documentary 
Irena Sendler: In the Name of Their Moth- 
ers, “As for me, it was simple. I remem- 
ber what my father had taught me. When 
someone is drowning, give him your hand. 
And I simply tried to extend my hand to 
the Jewish people.” 

Following this line of thought, Irena 
dedicated her life to helping others and 
had become a director of social services 
in Warsaw by the time war broke out in 
1939. After the Nazis began forcing Jews 
into the ghetto in late 1940, she procured 
a nurse’s uniform and identification papers 
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Somewhat lucky: Elzbieta Ficowska (left) shows a silver spoon engraved with her name and 


from the government’s contagious disease 
department, enabling her to enter and do 
whatever she could to help. Jrena’s Jars of 
Secrets describes the scene that met Irena’s 
eyes inside the walls of this hell on Earth: 


Entering the ghetto was like entering 
a nightmare. The people inside were 
struggling to survive. They did not 
have enough food, water, medicine, 
or heating fuel. 

Irena’s heart filled with grief. As 
she walked through the ghetto, hun- 
gry children cried out. People lay 
sick and starving in the streets. Ev- 
erywhere Irena turned, she saw death 
and despair. 


Irena would later describe her experience 
within the ghetto in Irena Sendler: In the 
Name of Their Mothers by saying: 


The first time I went into the ghetto 
it made a hellish impression on me. 
There were children on the street ... 
starving ... begging for a piece of 
bread. I’d go out on my rounds in 
the morning and see a starving child 
lying there. ’'d come back a few 
hours later, and he would already be 
dead ... covered with a newspaper. 
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birthdate to students who were visiting Irena in Poland in 2001. The students are (from left to 
right) Janice Underwood, Sabrina Coons, Megan Stewart, and Elizabeth Cambers. The spoon 
is Elzbieta’s only memento of her parents, who perished during the war after allowing Irena to 
smuggle five-month-old Elzbieta out of the Warsaw Ghetto. 
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Raising awareness: Life in a Jar is a play written by some Kansas high-school students to honor Irena’s efforts to rescue Jewish children from the 
Warsaw Ghetto. Here, some of the performers of the play rehearse under the guidance of Norm Conard (right), the teacher who first suggested that 


the students do some research on Irena. 


Moved with compassion, Irena looked for 
ways to alleviate the suffering of those 
trapped in this horror. She began to smug- 
gle in food, medicine, and clothing, and to 
file with the Germans false documents that 
contained made-up Polish names of those 
who supposedly qualified for aid — aid 
that Irena and her team would then distrib- 
ute to the Jews. She quickly realized that 
the children were bearing the brunt of the 
hardship, especially the orphans who were 
left to fend for themselves on the streets. 

Despite her best efforts and the help of 
those she could recruit to her cause, Irena 
could only do so much. When the trains 
bound for Treblinka began to show up at 
the Umschlagplatz train yard in the ghetto 
in 1942, Irena knew that she would need 
even more help to get children out before 
whole families were forced to take this 
one-way trip. 


Joining the Underground 

Fortunately for Irena, the London-based, 
legitimate Polish government-in-exile had 
formed the Council for Aid to Jews — 
code-named “Zegota” — to assist Jews in 
escaping from the Nazis. Zegota began to 
work closely with Irena and her helpers to 
rescue children from the ghetto, starting 
with the orphans. Irena was made head of 
the children’s division of Zegota and given 
the code-name “Jolanta.” 
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Zegota provided money and forged doc- 
uments to Irena, enabling her network to 
do more, although now they were fighting 
the clock with even greater desperation as 
trainloads of thousands of Jews were regu- 
larly leaving for Treblinka, in addition to 
the thousands already dying of starvation 
each month. As Irena’s efforts expanded 
from focusing on orphans to including 
children from Jewish families, she faced 
the agonizing task of convincing parents 
to relinquish their sons and daughters into 
her care. 

Parents were understandably hesitant 
to trust strangers with their children, and 
they were reluctant to believe the worst 
news about Treblinka being not a place 
for relocation but extermination. Also, 
faithful Jewish parents knew that their 
children would have to masquerade as 
Christians, taking Christian names and 
learning Christian prayers, if they were 
to survive with Polish foster families or at 
convents or orphanages. The parents jus- 
tifiably feared that their children would 
lose their Jewish heritage and beliefs. 
All too often Irena would plead with the 
parents to let their child go, but they just 
could not bear the thought. Irena would 
return a day or two later intending to try 
again to persuade the parents only to find 
their home empty and the family already 
deported to Treblinka. 


Irena recounted the trauma of these 
situations in Irena Sendler: In the Name 
of Their Mothers: 


Those scenes over whether to give a 
child away were heart-rending. Some- 
times, they wouldn’t give me the child. 
Their first question was, “What guar- 
antee is there that the child will live?” 
I said, “None, I don’t even know if I 
will get out of the ghetto alive today.” 
I still have nightmares about it. 


Despite the discouragement of such situa- 
tions, Irena was able to accomplish much 
with Zegota’s aid. Many ingenious meth- 
ods were devised to get children out of 
the ghetto. A number of infants, small in 
comparison to the total number of children 
rescued, were sedated and smuggled out 
with no fear of them making noise. One of 
these infants, Elzbieta Ficowska, was only 
five months old when she was taken from 
her parents and smuggled out by a kindly 
building contractor while she was hidden 
in a wooden box amid a pile of bricks. 
Elzbieta had with her a silver spoon en- 
graved with her name and birth date; this 
was to become her only memento of her 
parents, who did not survive the war. Hap- 
pily though, Elzbieta did find Irena later in 
life and thanked her rescuer by helping to 
care for Irena in her old age. 
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There were other ways to get older chil- 
dren out of the ghetto. A truly sick child 
could be legally taken out of the ghetto in 
an ambulance, while a child who was able 
to fake being sick could also be removed 
this way. Other children could simply be 
hidden under a stretcher in the ambulance 
when it left the ghetto. A child could hide 
in a sack, trunk, suitcase, or similar con- 
tainer and be carried out of the ghetto 
aboard a trolley. Garbage was occasion- 
ally hauled out of the ghetto, and children 
could be hidden amongst the refuse until 
the vehicle arrived at the dump. Under- 
ground passages or sewers could be used 
to get a child out, and there was a court- 
house with an entrance inside the ghetto 
and an exit on the outside of the wall. 

Unfortunately for Irena, this rescuer of 
so many children was soon to need rescu- 
ing herself after the Nazis discovered her 
role in Zegota. On October 20, 1943, Irena 
was arrested and taken to the notorious 
Pawiak Prison. Interrogated and tortured to 
the point of suffering fractures to her legs 
and feet that would permanently hinder her 
ability to walk, Irena nonetheless steadfast- 
ly refused to divulge the names of Zegota 
members or the children she had saved. She 
was sentenced to death and was on her way 
to execution when the miracles she had ar- 
ranged for so many innocent children came 
back to her in the nick of time. 


Unbeknownst to Irena, 
Zegota had bribed a guard to 
release her while keeping her 
name on the list of executed 
prisoners. Irena was set free 
and whisked away into hid- 
ing, assuming the false iden- 
tity of Klara Dambrowski for 
the remainder of the war and 
ironically finding herself in 
the same situation she had 
arranged for so many others. 
Irena herself saw the posters declaring that 
she had been killed, though her escape was 
eventually found out. Even from hiding, 
Irena/Klara continued to help smuggle 
children out of danger. 


After the War 
World War II came to an end, but Irena’s 
sacrifices for saving so many lives did 
not. She managed to return and dig up 
the lists hidden in the jars beneath the 
apple tree, and made every effort to locate 
surviving parents and reunite them with 
their children. Irena’s heart was grieved 
when she found out that nearly all of the 
parents she tried to find had perished, and 
she eventually turned the lists over to Ze- 
gota officials. 

Irena did have the joy of marrying Ste- 
fan Zgrzebski after the war (Sendler is 
derived from the surname of her first hus- 
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band, Sendlerowa), and had two children 
— a boy and a girl — by that marriage. 
But the communist government that took 
over from the Nazis harassed Irena for her 
involvement with the legitimate Polish un- 
derground rather than the communist un- 
derground. Her times of imprisonment and 
interrogation by the communist authorities 
caused Irena so much stress that she suf- 
fered a miscarriage. 

There were other, brighter moments 
though, such as when Yad Vashem — 
the Jewish center for documentation, 
research, education, and commemora- 
tion of the Holocaust — declared Irena 
one of the Righteous Among the Nations 
on October 19, 1965. The tree planted in 
her honor still stands at the entrance to 
the Avenue of the Righteous Among the 
Nations. Even this honor did not lead to 
Irena gaining much attention for her war- 


Rounded up: After the Nazis confined Polish Jews in the Warsaw Ghetto, the Germans deported the Jews. Here German SS soldiers deport a group 
of Polish Jews in 1943, most likely to the Treblinka extermination camp. Hundreds of thousands of the Jews who were forced to live in the ghetto 
eventually died from starvation, disease, and Nazi gas chambers. 
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time efforts. She lived in relative obscuri- 
ty until an American high-school teacher 
unknowingly started three of his students 
on a quest to bring Irena the recognition 
she so richly deserved. 


Unburying Irena's Secrets 
In the fall of 1999, Norm Conard, a teacher 
at a rural Kansas high school, encouraged 
three students — ninth-graders Megan 
Stewart and Elizabeth Cambers, and elev- 
enth-grader Sabrina Coons — to work on 
a National History Day project that could 
span the entire year. As a suggestion, he 
showed the girls a 1994 U.S. News & 
World Report article entitled “The Other 
Schindlers,” a piece obviously inspired by 
the popularity of Steven Spielberg’s cin- 
ematic epic Schindler’s List. 

“The Other Schindlers” stated that 
“Sendler successfully smuggled almost 
2,500 Jewish children to safety and gave 


cate Nake : 
Mein 
aby >) 


RENT 
a’? . 
» ea 


them temporary new iden- 
tities.” Conard was ini- 
tially skeptical that Irena 
could have helped so many 
more people than the 1,200 
Schindler saved, especially 
considering that he had never 
heard of her before. Fortu- 
nately, Megan, Elizabeth, 
and Sabrina demonstrated 
the same initiative that Irena 
had, and they accepted the 
challenge to research this Polish social 
worker whose list of saved names so far 
surpassed Schindler’s. 

Much to the girls’ surprise, they found 
out that Irena Sendler was still alive and 
living in Warsaw. Irena’s husband and son 
had since died, and her health was declin- 
ing, but she returned their correspondence, 
beginning a friendship with the girls that 
would grow and deepen until Irena’s 
death. The students eventually wrote a 
play they called Life in a Jar to dramatize 
and publicize Irena’s rescue work. Life in 
a Jar has since been performed more than 
300 times, with proceeds going to sup- 
port Irena and other rescuers. Irena was so 
touched by what the girls were doing that 
she wrote to them: 


My emotion is being shadowed by 
the fact that my co-workers have all 
passed on, and these honors fall to 
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me. I can’t find words to thank you, 
for my own country and the world 
to know of the bravery of rescuers. 
Before the day you had written Life 
in a Jar, the world did not know our 
story; your performance and work is 
continuing the effort I started over 
fifty years ago. You are my dearly 
beloved ones. 


In January of 2001, a Jewish educator and 
businessman saw a performance of Life 
in a Jar and offered to raise the funds to 
send the students to Poland to meet Irena 
in person. This was a dream come true for 
the girls, and they gladly accepted. In May 
of that same year, the students and their 
teacher traveled to Warsaw and finally 
met Irena and others who were part of her 
story, including Elzbieta Ficowska. There 
were several subsequent trips back to Po- 
land to be with Irena before she passed 
away, and the repeated performances of 
Life in a Jar gradually brought Irena’s 
story more and more attention. 

Irena was given the Jan Karski Award 
for Valor and Courage in 2003. This honor 
caused her to be noticed by another person 
of Polish descent who was quite a bit more 
well known, the late Pope John Paul II, 
who sent Irena the following letter: 


Honorable and dear Madam, I have 
learned you were awarded the Jan 


Ready for slaughter: The Umschlagplatz train boarding area, shown here in 1942, was the point of departure for the hundreds of thousands of 
Jews who were deported from the Warsaw Ghetto. The Nazis lied to the Jews, telling them that they were being relocated. In reality, the trains were 
destined for Treblinka, a Nazi extermination camp. 
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Karski prize for Valor and Courage. 
Please accept my hearty congratula- 
tions and respect for your extraor- 
dinarily brave activities in the years 
of occupation, when — disregarding 
your own security — you were sav- 
ing many children from extermina- 
tion, and rendering humanitarian as- 
sistance to human beings who needed 
spiritual and material aid. Having 
been yourself afflicted with physi- 
cal tortures and spiritual sufferings 
you did not break down, but still un- 
sparingly served others, co-creating 
homes for children and adults. For 
those deeds of goodness for others, 
let the Lord God in his goodness 
reward you with special graces and 
blessing. Remaining with respect and 
gratitude I give the Apostolic Bene- 
diction to you. 


In 2007, ABC News interviewed Irena in 
Warsaw. At the time, many of the surviv- 
ing children whom she had saved worked 
to nominate Irena for the Nobel Peace 
Prize. Frustratingly, Al Gore won the prize 
that year, but this did not bother Irena 
in the least. Her characteristic humility 
showed forth in her interview with ABC: 


I have to share all credit with the 30- 
odd people who worked with me. 
Alone, I couldn’t have done it. It was 
30 brave people. None of them are 
alive today. One of my helpers was 
executed. I’m the only survivor. 


Sadly, Irena was not to survive much 
longer, passing away in 2008. The fol- 
lowing year Hallmark Hall of Fame re- 
leased a movie that told her story: The 
Courageous Heart of Irena Sendler. 
Anna Paquin starred as Irena. Then in 
2011, PBS released Irena Sendler: In the 
Name of Their Mothers, which included 
interviews with Irena recorded years ear- 
lier. Books such as Irena’s Jars of Se- 
crets have been published over the years. 
Irena’s story has now been told in print 
and video as well as on stage and many 
websites. Thanks to a few high-school 
students and their teacher, Irena Sendler 
will never be forgotten. 

ABC News also interviewed Elzbieta 
Ficowska in 2007, and the way she re- 
members Irena shows great insight. 
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Torture center: Pawiak Prison in Warsaw, the remains of which are shown here in a 1988 photo, 
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was infamous as the place where the German Gestapo brought thousands of prisoners for 
imprisonment, interrogation, torture, and execution. After Irena was arrested in 1943, she was 
brought to Pawiak and tortured but refused to divulge any information. 


Irena represents the often forgotten 
truth that no one should be indif- 
ferent. Irena became a symbol — a 
symbol of something very good, a 
symbol of undeniable authority. In 
today’s world of eroding values in 
which role models crumble one 
after another, it’s particularly the 
young who need people like Mrs. 
Sendler. 


Young and old alike need Irena Send- 
ler’s example of conscientious courage 


cloaked in self-effacing modesty. As 
Irena told ABC News, “After the Sec- 
ond World War, it seemed that humanity 
understood something and that nothing 
similar would happen again.” She then 
added, “Humanity has understood noth- 
ing. Religious, tribal, national wars con- 
tinue. The world continues to be in a sea 
of blood.” 

But Irena smiled and concluded with 
words that she herself had lived up to: 
“The world can be better if there’s love, 
tolerance, and humility.” 
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It Only Gets Worse 


WSVN out of Miami-Dade, Florida, re- 
ported on January 15 that a home invasion 
ended badly for the invaders. Two men 
reportedly broke into a home while the 
homeowner was there alone. The home- 
owner fired at the intruders, fatally wound- 
ing one of the would-be burglars. The other 
thief fled the scene and is being sought by 
authorities. The details of the encounter 
were available only from second-hand ac- 
counts of neighbors who heard the shots. 
Arthur Li told WSVN, “I was outside 
hanging around, and then I heard a couple 
gunshots, and I saw a couple of people 
looking and seeing what’s going on; no- 
body knew.... I think I heard several shots, 
like six or seven, possibly eight.... I don’t 
know; they were just quick.” 


Wife Knew Intruder 


In an odd story out of Omaha, Nebraska, a 
homeowner shot and killed an intruder on 
January 24 who he would learn later was 
known by his wife. According to police, 
the homeowner took his family out to din- 
ner to celebrate his wife’s birthday. After 
they got back home, a man appeared at 
the back door and began squabbling with 
the homeowner’s wife. The wife, who 
works as a cocktail waitress at a nearby 
casino, yelled, “What the [expletive] are 
you doing?” The man responded in Span- 
ish begging the woman to leave with him. 

The husband had no clue that the wife 
knew the man as a casino patron and only 
saw a strange man grabbing at his wife 
and trying to enter the home. The husband 
ran upstairs and grabbed his bolt-action 
.22-caliber rifle and some bullets from a 
coat pocket. The homeowner yelled at the 
man to leave, but he refused. The home- 
owner fired his rifle, hitting the man in 
the leg, which caused him to fall off the 
back stoop. The irate man got back to his 
feet and slowly began to walk away. The 
homeowner yelled at the man to get down 
on the ground and wait until the police ar- 
rived, afraid that the man was on drugs and 
might be retrieving a weapon from his ve- 
hicle. The strange man stopped, turned to- 
ward the homeowner, yelled obscenities at 
him, and then charged at the homeowner. 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
: ES eke. 


The homeowner fired a second time trying 
to hit the man in his leg, but the shot hit the 
man in his chest. The injured assailant fell 
to the ground. The police arrived shortly 
afterward, and the homeowner surren- 
dered his weapon and cooperated with the 
criminal investigation. The injured intruder 
was taken to a nearby medical center where 
he was pronounced dead. Douglas County 
Attorney Don Kleine told the World Herald 
that he believed the shooting was justified 
but that the investigation was ongoing, and 
authorities were waiting on autopsy and 
toxicology reports to determine whether 
the deceased assailant had been drinking 
or using drugs. 


Manslaughter? 


The NBC affiliate out of Miami reported on 
a case that is testing Florida’s “Stand Your 
Ground” law. The January 18 news story 
featured a 19-year-old defendant, Jordan 
Beswick, who was charged with second- 
degree murder after he shot and killed an 
intruder in his home. Beswick was home 
when he heard a burglar trying to break in. 
Beswick grabbed his semi-automatic pistol 
and waited for approximately five minutes 
outside the room where he heard the burglar 
attempting to enter. The burglar emerged 
from the room, and Beswick fired at him 
multiple times. The injured burglar turned 
and ran toward the rear of the building. 
Beswick then ran out the front of the 
building and circled around to the back, 
waiting for the burglar to exit out the rear 
of the first-floor condo he shared with his 
mother. When the intruder parted the win- 
dow blinds, Beswick fired six shots into the 
window, killing the burglar. After authori- 
ties conducted their investigation, the dis- 
trict attorney felt that Beswick went from 
being the victim to being the attacker by 
exiting the building and confronting the in- 
truder a second time. The defense attorney 
for the young man appeared at a probable 
cause hearing and argued that Beswick 
had no obligation to retreat under Florida’s 
“Stand Your Ground” statute, which de- 
fines the state’s castle doctrine (the legal 
principle that you have the right to defend 
yourself against intruders in your home). 
Attorney Gawane Grant also argued that 


Beswick had a reasonable fear of being 
seriously injured by the intruder, and that 
there was no way to know the intruder 
wasn’t armed. 

Robert Jarvis, a law professor at Nova 
Southeastern University, told NBC that the 
Beswick case is a difficult one because the 
homeowner actually left the dwelling and 
then delivered the fatal shots to the intrud- 
er, instead of the entire incident happening 
within the home. “Unfortunately, the law 
doesn’t tell us what you do when you have 
somebody who actually has retreated.... 
On the other hand, the perpetrator was 
still in the house and was still committing 
a felony.” 

Records did show the deceased burglary 
suspect had a record of numerous arrests 
spanning back to when he was 15 years 
old, which consisted of drug, trespassing, 
and theft violations. 


Don’t Mess 
With Texan Mothers 


A mother in Montgomery County, Texas, 
exemplified the meaning of the catchphrase 
“Don’t Mess With Texas” when she stood 
up to criminals hoping to prey on her and 
her son. KHOU reported that a group of 
thieves targeted her Magnolia home. She 
was at home with only her son around 9:30 
p.m. on January 26, when she heard the 
sound of glass breaking. She was shocked 
to see three men breaking into her home 
through a window. She quickly grabbed her 
gun and fired at the intruders, hitting one 
of the men in the stomach. The men began 
struggling with her and wrested her gun 
away. Fortunately for her, the suspects then 
fled the scene, leaving their injured accom- 
plice lying on the ground. The wounded 
burglar was taken to Texas Medical Center 
in critical condition. Investigators are still 
looking for the suspects. 

Cliff Purvis, who had lived in the area 
for 30 years, was surprised to see such 
a crime happen in a normally peaceful 
neighborhood. Purvis was glad that the 
thugs encountered the resistance they did 
and warned any possible future criminals 
that they might suffer a similar fate. Hi 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Dagger to Defense 


ITEM: The Washington Post for January 
30 reported that the budget sequestration 
in Washington “was designed to be abhor- 
rent to both parties. With the exception of 
a few programs spared by Congress — in- 
cluding Medicaid, Medicare benefits and 
food stamps — every program would be 
sliced by roughly the same amount. Many 
Republicans were queasy about a projected 
9.4 percent reduction in military programs. 
And many Democrats were alarmed by the 
prospect of [an] 8.2 percent cut to Head 
Start, air-traffic control operations and 
community development block grants.” 
ITEM: Outgoing U.S. Defense Secretary 
Leon Panetta told American troops in U.S. 
Army Garrison Vicenza, Italy, on January 
17: “We’re now at a time when, after 10 
years of war, we also face the challenge 
of budget constrictions and budget con- 
straints.... We’ve been handed a number 
by the Congress in the Budget Control Act 
to reduce the defense budget by $487 bil- 
lion over the next 10 years, almost a half 
a trillion dollars.” 
ITEM: Senator John McCain (R-Ariz.), 
the ranking member of the Senate Armed 
Services Committee, told reporters on 
December 31: “The secretary of defense 
and the chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff have said they will be unable to de- 
fend this nation if sequestration happens. 
That’s good enough for me, and it should 
be good enough for anybody that’s nego- 
tiating,” he said, as quoted by the Army 
Times for January 6. 
CORRECTION: There is a lot of postur- 
ing and grandstanding when it comes to 
defense spending and what constitutes a 
crisis. Yet, the very members of Congress 
and president who ordered the sequestra- 
tion train wreck under the assumption that 
it would never be allowed to occur are pre- 
tending to be shocked as a collision seems 
imminent. The battling in public that is 
now going on, however, is less about na- 
tional security and more about talking- 
point bullets aimed at pleasing or appeas- 
ing various constituencies. 

Washington, we are supposed to believe, 
is handling its responsibilities in a balanced 
manner if proportionately equivalent reduc- 
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More, more, more — pork: Though in 2012 the Army’s chief of staff said the Army didn’t need any 
more tanks until new technologies were developed, Congress earmarked money for more tanks. 


tions are made to monies for defending the 
nation and, say, some welfare program. 

National defense is only about 17 per- 
cent of the overall budget (depending on 
one’s definitions). In terms of percentage 
of the gross domestic product, defense 
spending is tracking down to levels not 
seen since before World War IL. 

Panetta’s erstwhile boss, the command- 
er-in-chief, may pretend otherwise, but 
the claim that sequestration was an even- 
handed way to negotiate spending cuts 
doesn’t fly. The contrivance was primarily 
meant as a weapon against defense dol- 
lars: About 42.6 percent of sequestration’s 
total cuts come from defense, compared 
to but 14.8 percent from the huge “entitle- 
ment” budget, according to figures from 
the Congressional Budget Office. 

Still, this doesn’t mean that every de- 
fense program is a matter of life or death 
to the nation — as many conservatives 
believe. Indeed, the Army’s chief of staff 
last year said that his service didn’t need 
any more tanks — considering that about 
2,000 M1 Abrams tanks are sitting in what 
amounts to a California desert parking lot. 
The service would be able to save about $3 
billion if it were able to postpone repair- 


ing, refurbishing, or producing new tanks 
for three years until new technologies 
were developed, Gen. Raymond Odierno 
informed Congress in 2012. 

Legislators, both Republicans and 
Democrats — many much more interested 
in jobs and campaign contributions rather 
than defense needs — refused to take “no” 
for an answer and earmarked monies for 
more tanks. 

There is considerable waste in the De- 
fense Department. Of course there is: 
It’s a government agency. And virtually 
every serviceman, past or present, would 
acknowledge that from his own experi- 
ences. Also, spending “needs” are based 
upon current political policy: The United 
States will continue with the same mis- 
sion — being the world’s policeman, re- 
sponding to international concerns, and 
protecting “allies” — as it has in the re- 
cent past. A new policy of avoiding for- 
eign entanglements and a period of peace 
would greatly reduce the money needed 
for the defense budget. 

Members of Congress, and Americans 
in general, should be cautious, if not skep- 
tical, about the motives of those who assert 
that every nickel in a particular budget is 
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absolutely vital — whether it is the secre- 
tary whose portfolio is “welfare” or “de- 
fense” who is making the claims. 

There are, to be sure, those in Congress 
who would gladly slash blindly at the Pen- 
tagon’s budget, as well as those who would 
splurge on it. There are huge amounts of 
money at play in the DoD budget. 

This affects policymakers and pundits 
differently. As economist Walter Williams 
notes, when it comes to the overall growth 
in federal spending, “liberals like to blame 
national defense, but in 1962, national de- 
fense expenditures were 50 percent of the 
federal budget; today they are 19 percent.” 
(As an aside: By 2017, the defense per- 
centage is expected to be but 13 percent.) 

These days, Williams continues, what 
accounts for “most federal spending is the 
set of programs euphemistically called 
entitlements. In 1962, entitlement spend- 
ing was 31 percent of the federal budget; 
today it is 62 percent. Medicare, Medic- 
aid and Social Security alone take up 44 
percent of the federal budget, and worse 
than that, it’s those expenditures that are 
the most rapidly growing spending areas.” 

Large chunks of what are misleadingly 
called “entitlements” were left out of the 
sequestration deal. 

What is imperative and what is imprac- 
ticable is often in the eye of the beholder 
and dependent on which side of the aisle 
he sits. Many “doves,” observed Michael 
O’Hanlon of the Brookings Institution, 
“will favor more cuts, arguing that the 
USS. still outspends China 3-to-1, accounts 
for more than 40% of all global military 
expenditures, and spends more than it did 
during the Cold War. By contrast, hawks 
will tend to emphasize that the world re- 
mains dangerous and the U.S. will soon 
spend just 3% of GDP on its military, 
when Cold War norms were two to three 
times that amount.” 

Yet, when it comes to the mass media 
and the liberals that dominate the Demo- 
cratic Party in particular, the budget knives 
are usually out for defense spending. As 
always, when dealing with Washington 
terms, one has to keep in mind that “cuts” 
are often reductions in the rates of increase 
from a baseline and that those in charge of 
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any purse strings in any department would 
generally prefer hara-kiri to returning a 
nickel to the taxpayers. 

The desire to protect every last nickel — 
lest appropriations be cut in a subsequent year 
— often brings out the lobbyists and platoons 
of public-relations campaigners. Jeff Bergner, 
a professor at Christopher Newport Univer- 
sity in Rhode Island who was an assistant 
secretary of state, would resolve this by call- 
ing for across-the-board-spending cuts. As he 
wrote in the Wall Street Journal: 


No one program would be very much 
disadvantaged. In many cases, a 1% 
or 3% reduction would scarcely be 
noticed. Are we really to believe that 
a government that spent $2.7 tril- 
lion five years ago couldn’t survive 
a 3% cut that would bring spending 
to “only” $3.5 trillion today? Every 
household, company and nonprofit 
organization across America can do 
this, as can state and local govern- 
ments. So could Washington. 


One can make a practical case for that 
tactic. However, that recipe — mixing 
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constitutional necessities with unconsti- 
tutional vote-buying — is distasteful to 
this observer. It is such “balanced” treat- 
ment that helped engender the sequester 
in the first place. 

Nevertheless, there is both fat and mus- 
cle in the defense budget (and one wishes 
that such facts, whether dealing with de- 
fense or welfare matters, were recognized 
more broadly). Senator Tom Coburn (R- 
Okla.) late last year produced a report 
that outlined $68 billion in defense cuts 
that would not, in his view, affect national 
security, but that would save money and 
reduce the deficit. 

In the report, entitled “Department of 
Everything,” the senator dug deep and 
found that, among other programs, there 
were billions of defense dollars 


being spent on programs and mis- 
sions that have little or nothing to do 
with national security, or are already 
being performed by other govern- 
ment agencies. Spending more on 
grocery stores than guns doesn’t 
make any sense. And using defense 
dollars to run microbreweries, study 


Easy cuts: Senator Tom Coburn (R-Okla.), who dubbed the Defense Department the “Department of 
Everything” because it is involved in many endeavors that have nothing to do with national defense, 
says the department could cut $68 billion over 10 years if it merely got rid of nondefense programs. 
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Twitter slang, create beef jerky, or ex- 
amine Star Trek [in this case, describ- 
ing a workshop that asked “Did Jesus 
die for Klingons too?’’] does nothing 
to defend our nation. 


The $67.9 billion in savings described in 
the report is not chump change, even for 
Washington. That could, as pointed out by 
the senator, pay for a third of the cost of 
“the planned fleet of new strategic bomb- 
ers for the Air Force. It could, likewise, 
pay a third of the cost of the fleet of Ohio- 
class replacement nuclear submarines for 
the Navy. For the Army, $16 billion over 
ten years — about 25 percent of the sav- 
ings in the report — could mean robust 
funding for modernization or purchase 
of new rifles and light machine guns for 
every soldier.” 

Another study, this by the Heritage 
Foundation, identified $150 billion that 
could be cut elsewhere in order to avoid 
drawing down defense spending. Congress 
could, as noted by Patrick Louis Knudsen: 


Phase out or cap current farm subsi- 
dies, saving $4.5 billion; 

Eliminate Community Develop- 
ment Block Grants, many of which 
go to economically well-off commu- 
nities that don’t need them, saving $3 
billion; 

Consolidate existing federal job 
training programs, saving $5 billion; 

Reduce energy subsidies for com- 
mercialization, saving $4.5 billion; and 

Rescind unspent funds from 
Obama’s ineffective stimulus bill, 
saving $31 billion. 


One can discount some, perhaps much, 
of the doomsday rhetoric about defense- 
spending cuts, but just because one cries 
wolf all too often does not mean there is 
no wolf. 

The service chiefs wrote to the Senate 
Armed Services Committee in mid-Janu- 
ary about the threat of having to operate 
under the fiscal 2012 budget level for an- 
other year — which would create a “hollow 
force” by the “unprecedented convergence 
of budget conditions and legislation” that 
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could require the Pentagon to “retain more 
forces than requested, while underfunding 
that force’s readiness.” (Emphasis added.) 

The chiefs of the Army, Air Force, and 
Navy indicated that the troops on the front 
lines “will receive the support they need, 
but the rest of the force will be compro- 
mised. Should this looming readiness cri- 
sis be left unaddressed, we will have to 
ground aircraft, return ships to port, and 
stop driving combat vehicles in training.” 
In fact, said the chiefs, “training will have 
to be reduced by almost half of what we 
were planning just three months ago.” 

If the Congress kicks the can down 
the road again, forcing the services to 
operate under a “continuing resolution,” 
the consequences could be worse than 
the sequestration cuts, in the opinion of 
many top commanders. Admiral William 
McRaven, the head of the U.S. Special 
Operations Command (SOCOM), for ex- 
ample, recently told a conference audi- 
ence that having to deal under the restric- 
tions of a continuing resolution would 
likely cost SOCOM a billion dollars in 
funding. Special operators are the tip of 
the spear — as opposed to microbrewer- 
ies operating with defense dollars. 

Each service is dealing with its own is- 
sues. The Navy, for instance, says the fol- 
lowing actions would be necessary should 


sequestration reductions be imposed; 
drawing from a Navy document dated 
January 25, Defense News reports: 


Should that happen, the Navy is plan- 
ning to cancel 23 ship overhauls, can- 
cel most aircraft maintenance from 
April through September, cut more 
than 1,100 temporary workers in 
Navy-owned shipyards, reduce ship 
operations and aircraft flying hours, 
and defer a host of “new start” pro- 
curement projects. 


Even allowing for hyperbolic language, 
and the employment of worst-case sce- 
narios, readiness is bound to be affected 
if such actions are forced on the services. 
Indeed, when ship maintenance is put off 
and schedules delayed, it generally winds 
up costing more in the long run. As it is, 
more than a fifth of the Navy’s ships are al- 
ready not considered combat-ready, as was 
reported last year by Stars and Stripes, and 
“fewer than half of the service’s deployed 
combat aircraft are ready for their mis- 
sions at any given time.” 

All in all, the geniuses in the Congress 
and the White House who came up with 
sequestration were really working their 
heads to the bone. 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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BY JACK KENNY 


Drunkards and Democracy 


here is a story, oft- 
told, but worth re- 
peating here, of Ben 


Franklin leaving the Constitu- 
tional Convention and being 
asked by a lady what the con- 
vention had given us. 

“A republic,” Dr. Frank- 
lin replied, before solemnly 
adding, “if you can keep it.” 

That we have not been 
keeping it is a story nearly 
as old as the Republic itself. 
Thomas Jefferson warned 
that the natural tendency of 
States is for the government 
to grow in power as the lib- 
erty of the people shrinks. 
“Prudence indeed will dic- 
tate,” Jefferson wrote in 
words preserved in our Declaration of Independence, “that 
governments long established should not be changed for light 
and transient causes.” But Jefferson’s fellow Virginian and 
successor as president, James Madison, noted that it is by 
“transient” evils, deemed sufferable for a time, that tyranny 
gains a foothold. “I believe there are more instances of the 
abridgement of the freedom of the people by gradual and silent 
encroachments by those in power than by violent and sudden 
usurpations,” warned Madison in 1788. 

One of the burdens defenders of the Republic must bear is 
the endless struggle to remind people — “reminding” espe- 
cially those hearing it for the first time — that our nation was 
established as a republic (a government of law), not a democ- 
racy (majority rule). The confusion is at the root of many of 
our current problems. Jefferson, who leaned toward a demo- 
cratic understanding of government, is famous for saying a 
great many things, including the foolish notion that the only 
cure for the defects of democracy is more democracy. If so, we 
might wonder if the only cure for the defects of the drunkard is 
more alcohol. The “silent encroachments” on liberty have ever 
been with us, but it was that search for ever more “democracy” 
that animated the “Progressive” movement of the late 19th and 
early 20th centuries and gave us the unholy trifecta of 1913: 
the federal income tax, the direct election of U.S. senators, and 
the Federal Reserve System. 

Of the three, the direct election of U.S. senators appears 
at first blush the least harmful. Why, after all, shouldn’t the 
people themselves choose the men or women who will rep- 
resent them in the world’s greatest deliberative body? That 
is, apparently, “more democracy.” But we could have more 
democracy yet if we apportioned the U.S. Senate, like the 
House, strictly by population, as states have been required 
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to apportion representa- 
tion in both bodies of their 
respective legislatures on a 
“one man, one vote” basis 
by a mandate of the U.S. 
Supreme Court, based on a 
misapplication of the “equal 
protection” clause of the 
14th Amendment. 

If we applied that prin- 
ciple at the federal level, we 
would no longer have states 
like Wyoming and Vermont 
represented in the Senate by 
the same number of senators 
as represent the vastly more 
populous states of Califor- 
nia and New York. The large 
states would have “large bat- 
talions” of members with 
which to overwhelm the members from the smaller states. 
But the Congress was not set up to be wholly representative 
of the people. The House of Representatives, chosen every 
two years, was to represent the people. Senators, chosen by 
their respective state legislatures or by a convention estab- 
lished by a state, would represent the sovereign states. Today, 
however, the states have become little more than vassals of 
the federal government. The prerogatives of the states, ex- 
pressly defended by the 10th Amendment, have been heavily 
eroded. 

In the previous issue of TNA, we examined the creation and 
consequences of the modern-day income tax, which enabled 
the feds to access vast amounts of money leading to the rapid 
expansion of government. But as tragic as this history is, it was 
the creation by Congress of the Federal Reserve, with its abil- 
ity to simply call money into existence, that has contributed 
most to the nation’s economic woes and may yet bring about its 
ruin. The Constitution gives to Congress, in Article I, Section 
8, the power to coin and regulate the value of money. The paper 
currency, backed by nothing, with which we purchase goods 
and services today, is without authority in our constitution or 
in the moral law. Inflation is thievery and the Federal Reserve 
is the temple of inflation. 

The people inhabiting what is left of this blessed Republic 
are the only ones who can “keep it” or retrieve and reconsti- 
tute it. The Founders were men of strong convictions and did 
not all think alike. But they agreed that the discovery and the 
diffusion of true knowledge and wisdom were essential to the 
preservation of liberty. As John Adams so concisely put it: 
“Let us dare to read, think, speak and write.” We may enjoy 
our diversions to a point. But we will not save or get back our 
Republic by watching soap operas or football games. Ml 
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Just Say No: Sheriffs and Legislators 
standing together against federal 
attacks on our rights 

Federal government officials, especially 
President Barack Obama, are working to 
undo Second Amendment protections, 
but state and local officials are planning to 
nullify any anti-gun efforts in their states. 
( February 18, 2013, 48pp) TNA130218 


How the Compact for America 
Threatens the Constitution 

A constitutional convention that is 
proposed to take place in July 2013 could 
be used to rewrite the entire Constitution, 
regardless of the purported safeguards. 
(January 21, 2013, 48pp) TNA130121 
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